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BEFORE THE METRO COUNCIL
FOR THE PURPOSE OF AMENDING THE ) ORDINANCE NO. 04-1045A
2000 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN )
("RTP") FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE )
2004 INTERIM FEDERAL RTP AND ) Introduced by Councilor Rod Park
STATEWIDE PLANNING GOALS )
WHEREAS, the Metro Council approved the 2000 RTP by Ordinance No. OO-869A (For the
Purpose of Adopting the 2000 Regional Transportation Plan) on August 10,2000 as the regional
"Transportation System Plan" ("TSP") required by state Goal 12 through the statewide planning Goal 12
through the state Transportation Planning Rule ("TPR"); and
WHEREAS, a key purpose of the regional TSP is to define a system of transportation facilities
and services adequate to meet transportations needs and support planned land uses set forth in the 2040
Growth Concept, consistent with the requirements of other statewide planning goals; and
WHEREAS, the Land Conservation and Development Commission approved and acknowledged
the 2000 RTP and 2020 Priority System on July 9,2001, as the regional TSP for the Portland
metropolitan region until the next RTP update; and
WHEREAS, the Metro Council directed that the 2004 update to the RTP be narrowed in scope to
only address federal planning requirements and approved the 2004 Interim Federal RTP by Resolution
No. 03-3380A (For the Purpose of Adopting the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan as the Federal
Metropolitan Transportation Plan to Meet Federal Planning Requirements) on December 11, 2003; and
WHEREAS, as a follow-up to the 2004 update, Exhibit "A" identifies consistency amendments to
the 2000 RTP to address statewide planning goals and implement the 2004 Interim Federal RTP in
anticipation of a major review of RTP policies and projects to be completed by 2007; and
Page 1 - Ordinance No. 04-1045A
tn:\anoroey\«>nfidciitiaM0.3\04-HM5A-003
OMA/RPB/kvw (06/02AM)
WHEREAS, no major changes to policies and projects are proposed in Exhibit "A"; and
WHEREAS, cities and counties in the region have made amendments to their transportation
systems plans in order to comply with Metro's 2000 RTP, and these TSP amendments have generated
proposed amendments to the functional system maps in the RTP, new transportation projects and studies
and changes in the location, description, cost or timing of previously approved projects; and
WHEREAS, Metro and cities and counties of the region have completed corridor studies and
comprehensive planning pursuant to Title 11 of the Urban Growth Management Functional Plan, since
adoption of the 2000 RTP, and these plans have generated proposed technical amendments to Chapter 6
(Implementation) of the RTP; and
WHEREAS, the Metro Council has received and considered the advice of its Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation and its Metro Policy Advisory Committee, and all proposed
amendments identified in Exhibit "A" have been the subject of a 45-day public review period; and
WHEREAS, the Metro Council held public hearings on amendments to the 2000 RTP identified
in Exhibit "A" on May 13 and July 8, 2004; now, therefore
THE METRO COUNCIL ORDAINS AS FOLLOWS:
1. Text and maps in Chapter 2 (Transportation) of the Regional Framework Plan ("RFP"),
and Chapter 1 (Regional Transportation Policy) and Chapter 3 (Growth and the Preferred
System) of the 2000 RTP are hereby amended as set forth in Part 1 (Policy Amendments)
of Exhibit "A", attached and incorporated into this ordinance.
2. Text and maps in Chapter 5 of the 2000 RTP are hereby amended as set forth in Part 2
(Project Amendments) of Exhibit "A" to identify the scope and nature of the proposed
transportation improvements that address the 20-year needs.
3. Text in Chapter 6 (Implementation) of the 2000 RTP is hereby amended as set forth in
Part 3 (Technical Amendments) of Exhibit "A" to demonstrate regional compliance with
state and federal planning requirements and establish regional TSP and functional
requirements for city and county comprehensive plans and local TSPs.
4. Metro's 2000 RTP and these amendments to it, together with Titles 2 and 10 of the Urban
Growth Management Functional Plan, comprise Metro's 2000 RTP, adopted as the
regional functional plan for transportation under ORS 268.390, and the regional
transportation system plan required by state planning law.
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5. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law in Exhibit "€B", attached and incorporated
into this ordinance, explain how these amendments to the RTP comply with state
transportation and land use planning laws and the RFP.
ADOPTED by the Metro Council this _ _ day of July, 2004.
ATTEST:
Christina Billington, Recording Secretary Daniel B. Cooper, Metro Attorney
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David Bragdon, Council President
Approved as to Form:
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Highway Administration Federal Transit Administration
Oregon Division Region X
530 Center Street, Suite 100 915 Second Avenue, Room 3142
Salem, Oregon 97301 Seattle, Washington 98174-1002
503-399-5749 206-220-7954
March 5,2004
IN REPLY REFER TO
HPL.3-OR
90.220
Mr. David Bragdon
President
Metro Council
600 N.E. Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736
RE: Conformity Determination for the Fiscal Year 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and
Fiscal Year 2004-2007 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTEP)
Dear Mr. Bragdon:
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) have
completed our review of the Portland Metro local conformity determination for the Fiscal Year
(FY) 2004 RTP and FY 2004-2007 MTIP. A joint FHWA/FTA air quality conformity
determination for the RTP and the TIP is required by Section 93.104 of the Environmental
Protection Agency's (EPA) August 15,1997, Transportation Conformity Rule Amendments:
Flexibility and Streamlining: Final Rule, 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93 (Transportation Conformity
Rule.) and the FHWA/FTA Metropolitan Planning Rule, 23 CFR 450. Our USDOT conformity
determination is based upon Metro's conformity determination analysis and documentation
submitted to our offices, by your March 4, 2004, letter and attachments, as well as supplemental
documentation.
The Metro Council and Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation adopted the local
conformity determination on the FY 2004 RTP and FY 2004-2007 MTIP on March 4,2004. The
local conformity analysis and supplemental documentation provided by Metro indicates that all air
quality conformity requirements have been met. Based on our review, we find that the FY 2004
RTP and the FY 2004-2007 MTIP conform to the applicable state implementation plan in
accordance with: 40 CFR Parts 51 and 93; the January 2, 2002, Revised Guidance for Implementing
the March 1999 Circuit Court Decision Affecting Transportation Conformity; and, the EPA's
May 14, 1999, Conformity Guidance on Implementation of the March 2,1999, Conformity Court
Decision. This USDOT conformity determination has been developed in accordance with Oregon
Administrative Rule (OAR) Chapter 340 Division 252, Transportation Conformity, which defines
the procedures and frequency for demonstrating conformity within the State of Oregon. This
federal conformity determination was made after consultation with EPA Region X, pursuant to the
Transportation Conformity Rule.
This letter constitutes the joint FHWA/FTA air quality conformity determination for Metro's FY
2004 RTP and FY 2004-2007 MTIP. If you have any questions regarding this federal conformity
finding, please contact Michelle Eraut, FHWA, at (503) 587-4716 or Jennifer Bowman, FTA, at
(206) 220-7953.
Sincerely,
David O. Cox
Division Administrator
Federal Highway Administration
R. F. Krochalis
Regional Administrator
Federal Transit Administration
cc:
FTA
EPA
ODOT
DEQ
METRO
(Rebecca Reyes-Alicea, Jennifer Bowman)
(Wayne Elson)
(Jill Vosper, STEP Manager)
(Vince Carrow, Environment)
(Matthew Garrett, Region 1)
(Dave Nordberg)
(Andy Cotugno)
Appendix 6
Environmental Justice Report
The Transportation Priorities 2006-09 program, administered by Metro, allocates the
expected federal transportation funding from the Surface Transportation Program (STP)
and Congestion Mitigation/Air Quality (CMAQ) to transportation agencies in the
Portland metropolitan region. As these are programs and activities associated with
Federal aid, the program activities must comply with Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights
Act and the Civil Rights Restoration Act of 1987 as required by Title 23 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 200, and Title 49 CFR Part 21. These activities also must comply
with Executive Order 12898 of 1994 for Environmental Justice.
The current allocation process chose from 73 applications totaling $130 million in costs
to select projects and programs constrained to projected revenues in the years 2008 and
2009 of $60.5 million.
The program reviewed and updated the program objectives and the technical evaluation
process. Upon completion of this review, the Joint Policy Advisory Committee on
Transportation (JPACT) and the Metro Council adopted the program objectives.
Application materials were updated to measure or describe the potential impacts or
benefits of a particular project on the program objectives. Four geographic sub-areas of
the region were provided targets for a cost amount of projects or programs for which they
could apply and the agencies submitted project applications in July 2004.
Agencies were required to have met strict public involvement requirements for the
projects and programs for which they were applying for funds (see Appendix 4). The
project or program had to be derived from and adopted in a transportation plan that met
minimum requirements for public outreach. This ensured that the local community had an
opportunity to participate in the decision process that defined the scope and need of each
candidate project. An additional outreach requirement was that the governing board of
the sponsoring agency adopt at a public meeting a statement indicating that the candidate
project applications were their local priority local for Transportation Priorities 2006-09
funding.
Metro staff then completed a technical analysis and summary of qualitative issues on
each of the project applications (other than planning study applications). To inform the
decision process on environmental justice issues, an analysis was completed on the
number and percentage of low-income and minority and ethnic populations in the areas
surrounding the applicant projects. Summary tables of this analysis are attached as Tables
1 and 2 respectively.
Projects near populations with 35 - 45% of persons living at less than two times the
federal poverty level were identified as impacting moderate concentrations of low-
income populations while projects near populations with 45% or more persons living at
less than two times the federal poverty level were identifies as impacting high
concentrations low-income populations. Projects were also identified that had
concentrations of populations greater than 2.5 times the regional average population of
Black, American Indian or Alaskan Native, Asian minority race or Hispanic origin in the
area surrounding the project.
Projects were also identified that had concentrations of low-income population in the area
surrounding the project. Low-income was defined as an annual income of up to two times
the federal poverty level. Projects that had moderate (35% to 45% of the area population
at less than two times the poverty level) and high concentrations (45% or more of the area
population at less than two times the poverty level) were identified. The data tables for
the applicant projects are attached as Exhibits Bl and B2.
Notes about the potential benefits and impacts to the populations by these projects were
provided on the technical summary sheets were distributed at all public meetings and to
decision makers. Display maps indicating which projects have potential benefits or
impacts are also displayed at all public meetings and provided in hand-out form.
This information was then used as a condition of approval of funding to the project
applicants that may have a benefit or impact to a minority, origin or low-income
population. Projects in a design or preliminary engineering phase are required to
demonstrate that outreach and opportunities to participate in project design will be
provided to the affected population. For construction projects, applicants are required to
notify and make aware of construction mitigation choices to the affected population.
These conditions of approval are provided in Appendix 7 of this MTIP document.
Applicant jurisdictions must demonstrate compliance with or its plan to comply with the
conditions of approval prior to Metro staff approving the project prospectus. Approval of
the project prospectus must occur for the agency to be designated eligible to receive
reimbursement of project costs.
Of the seventy three project applications, fifty were projects in a specific location that
could impact a potential concentration of low-income, minority or ethnic population. Of
the fifty projects, four were identified as potentially affecting a significant concentration
of low-income persons while another eight projects were identified as potentially
affecting a moderate concentration of low-income persons. Of the four projects
potentially impacting a significant concentration of low-income persons, three were
selected for programming of funds. Of the eight projects potentially impacting a
moderate concentration of low-income persons, three were selected for funding with an
additional project selected funding on the condition federal authorization amounts are
adequate to ensure funding of all selected projects.
Of the projects selected for funding that may impact concentrations of low-income
populations, only the Rose Biggi Boulevard project would have any displacements of
private property associated with its construction. The displacement would be partial
displacement of a commercial parking lot and is therefore not foreseen to have a negative
impact on the low-income population in the vicinity of the project. None of the projects
are known or expected to have any other negative impacts other than temporary noise and
detour activities associated with project construction. When completed, the projects are
expected to have positive impacts associated with improved transportation services they
will provide to the area.
Of the fifty projects that would be in a specific location, six would potentially impact
significant concentrations of Black persons, one would potentially impact a significant
concentration of American Indian/Alaskan Native persons, and nine would potentially
impact significant concentrations of Hispanic populations.
Of the six projects potentially impacting significant concentrations of Black persons, four
were selected for funding. Of those projects, none are known or expected to have any
negative impacts other than temporary noise and detour activities associated with project
construction. When completed, the projects are expected to have positive impacts
associated with improved transportation services they will provide to the area.
The project potentially impacting a significant concentration of American Indian/Alaskan
Native persons was selected for funding. It is not known or expected to have any negative
impacts other than temporary noise and detour activities associated with project
construction. When completed, the project, the Burnside Boulevard project is expected to
have positive impacts associated with improved transportation services it will provide to
the area.
Of the nine projects potentially impacting significant concentrations of Hispanic persons,
three were selected for funding with an additional project selected funding on the
condition federal authorization amounts are adequate to ensure funding of all selected
projects. Of those projects, only the Rose Biggi Boulevard project would have any
displacements of private property associated with its construction. The displacement
would be partial displacement of a commercial parking lot and is therefore not foreseen
to have a negative impact on the Hispanic population in the vicinity of the project. Of the
other three projects, none are known or expected to have any negative impacts other than
temporary noise and detour activities associated with project construction. When
completed, the projects are expected to have positive impacts associated with improved
transportation services they will provide to the area.
Table 1 Low-Income Populations Near Applicant Projects
Projects Total Population 2X Poverty Level Income or Less
Bd1051 - E Burnside (PE)
Bd1260 - Killingsworth Street
Bd3020 - SW Rose Biggi
Bd3169-E Baseline
Bd3184 - NW Cornell Road (PE & ROW)
BM009 - Springwater Trail: Sellwood Gap (PE/ROW)
Bk2052 - MAX Multi-use path
Bk2055 - Springwater Trailhead
Bk3012 - Rock Creek Trail
Bk4011 - Marine Drive Bike Lanes and Trail Gaps
Bk5026 - Trolley Trail
Bk5110 - SE Jennifer Street
Bk6020 - Powerline Trail (South)
Bk6057 - Washington Square Regional Center Trail
Fr2074 - NE Sandy Blvd. (PE/ROW)
Fr3016 - SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road ATMS
Fr3166 - Highway 8 - 10th Avenue Intersections rec
Fr4063 - N Lombard
Fr4087 - N Leadbetter Extension
Fr6065 - Southwest Herman Rod
Fr6086 - Kinsman Road extension
GS1224-NE Cully Blvd
GS2123 - Beaver Creek Culverts
Pd1080-SE Hawthorne
Pd1202 - SW Capitol Highway (PE)
Pd1227 - SE Tacoma Street
Pd2105 - Rockwood Ped to MAX
Pd3021 - SW Scholls Ferry Road
Pd3093 - SW Murray Blvd (west side only)
Pd3163 - Forest Grove Town Center
Pd5054 - Milwaukie Town Center
Pd5209 - SE 129th Sidewalks and bike lane
Pd6127 - SW Boones Ferry Road
PI1003 - Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS
PI5016 - l-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconnaissance
RC1184- BH/Oleson/Scholls Ferry
RC2110 - Wood Village Blvd.
RC3114-NE 28th Avenue
RC5103-ClackamasCo. ITS
RC6014 - SW Greenburg Road
RC7000-SE 172nd Ave
RC7000-SE 172nd Ave
RC8038 - Southwest Ash Street extension
RR1012 - Sellwood Bridge Replacement
RR1053 - Naito Parkway
RR1209-NW 23rd Avenue
RR2001 - NE 242nd Ave.
RR2035 - Cleveland St.
RR5037 - SE Lake Road
Tr1106 - Eastside Streetcar (PE)
1462
6998
3434
10917
2452
4989
9651
1310
5610
6965
12561
975
14481
6327
4875
12253
1948
2010
2010
1510
4221
10020
17322
9966
6922
5102
2586
5021
6520
17249
1598
8566
980
33353
1260
6200
4137
3614
4309
4502
1681
3561
2675
3589
5617
3588
4975
7784
5907
7716
780
3331
1550
3506
316
1200
3990
173
1413
1249
3061
195
1948
2020
1400
2140
765
478
478
415
1020
3645
4971
2555
1356
1343
1626
1303
2337
5175
368
754
97
9988
216
1386
1526
788
522
1649
99
487
688
504
2485
1040
1131
2408
890
3300
32%
13%
24%
13%
25%
18%
24%
20%
13%
32%
29%
17%
24%
24%
27%
24%
29%
26%
20%
26%
30%
23%
9%
10%
30%
17%
22%
37%
37°o
6%
14%
26%
14%
29%
23%
31%
15%
Moderate Concentration of Low-Income Population =
High Concentration of Low-Income Population =
26%
36%
Table 2 Minority and Ethnic Populations Near Applicant Projects
Projects Total Population
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White Alone
1177
2873
1990
7757
2134
4399
7344
1264
4370
5467
11463
966
11747
5068
4036
11101
1418
1525
1525
1229
3794
6265
12425
8954
6144
4530
1775
4480
4878
13987
1518
7282
898
27922
1236
5659
2849
2980
3914
3437
1608
3339
2330
3324
4378
3157
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6358
5432
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N/A
81%
4 1 %
58%
7 1 %
87%
88%
76%
96%
78%
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9 1 %
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56
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0
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0
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0
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0
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0
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2.5 times the Regional Average of Listed Population
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Bd3169-E Baseline
Bd3184 - NW Cornell Road (PE & ROW)
Bk1009 - Springwater Trail: Sellwood Gap (PE/ROW)
Bk2052 - MAX Multi-use path
Bk2055 - Springwater Trailhead
Bk3012-Rock Creek Trail
Bk4011 - Marine Drive Bike Lanes and Trail Gaps
Bk5026 - Trolley Trail
Bk5110 • SE Jennifer Street
Bk6020 - Powerline Trail (South)
Bk6057 - Washington Square Regional Center Trail
Fr2074 - NE Sandy Blvd. (PE/ROW)
Fr3016 - SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road ATMS
Fr3166 - Highway 8 - 10th Avenue Intersections rec
Fr4063 - N Lombard
Fr4087 - N Laadbetter Extension
Fr6065 - Southwest Herman Rod
Fr6086 - Kinsman Road extension
GS1224-NE Cully Blvd
GS2123 - Beaver Creek Culverts
Pd1080-SE Hawthorne
Pd1202 - SW Capitol Highway (PE)
Pd1227 - SE Tacoma Street
Pd2105 - Rockwood Ped to MAX
Pd3021 - SW Scholls Ferry Road
Pd3093 - SW Murray Blvd (west side only)
Pd3163 - Forest Grove Town Center
Pd5054 - Milwaukie Town Center
Pd5209 - SE 129th Sidewalks and bike lane
Pd6127 - SW Boones Ferry Road
PI1003 - Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS
PI5016 - l-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconnaissance
RC1184 - BH/Oleson/Scholls Ferry
RC2110 - Wood Village Blvd.
RC3114-NE 28th Avenue
RC5103 - Clackamas Co. ITS
RC6014 - SW Greenburg Road
RC7000-SE 172nd Ave
RC7000-SE 172nd Ave
RC8038 - Southwest Ash Street extension
RR1012 - Sellwood Bridge Replacement
RR1053 - Naito Parkway
RR1209-NW 23rd Avenue
RR2001 - NE 242nd Ave.
RR2035 - Cleveland St.
RR5037 - SE Lake Road
Tr1106 - Eastside Streetcar (PE)
Significant Concentration of Listed Population = J
Transportation Priorities 2005-09!
This map demonstrates project locations relative to concentrations
of low-income populations. For purposes of this study, iow-income
is defined as families whose income is less than twice the federal
poverty level (e.g. $33,790 for a family of 2 adults and 2 children).
Projects may have both negative impacts {such as displacements or
increased air pollution) and positive impacts (such as increased
service or improved amenities). All of the projects applying for
Transportation Priorities 2006-09 funds have been analyzed and
determined to be in conformance with federal air quality standards
for the region and none of the projects will displace any residence or
business. Therefore, while there may be other localized negative
impacts such as temporary construction impacts, these projects are
generally viewed as a positive improvement to the communities
where they are located.
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This map demonstrates project locations relative to concentrations
of low-income populations. For purposes of this study, low-income
is defined as families whose income is less than twice the federal
poverty level (e.g. $33,790 for a family of 2 adults and 2 children).
Projects may have both negative impacts {such as displacements or
increased air pollution) and positive impacts (such as increased
service or improved amenities). All of the projects applying for
Transportation Priorities 2006-09 funds have been analyzed and
determined to be in conformance with federal air quality standards
for the region and none of the projects will displace any residence or
business. Therefore, while there may be other localized negative
impacts such as temporary construction impacts, these projects are
generally viewed as a positive improvement to the communities
where they are located.
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Appendix 7
Allocation of Regional Flexible Funds:
Project Award Summaries and
Conditions of Project Selection
Metro Resolution No. 03-3335
Metro Council JPACT Action
1
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
*
1
2
1
2
3
1
,
2
6
3
4
5
7
S
i
n/a
n/a
rV»
nla
1
2
n/a
n/a
2
3
pb2
c b l
wb1
w b 3
w b 2
p b 1
m b 1
mgs1
Pgs1
Bike/Trail
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Willamette Greenway: River Forum lo River Parkway
(Res # 03-3290)
Trolley Trail: Jeflerson lo Courtney (PE lo Glen Echo
Beaverion Poweriine Trail: LRT to Schuepback Park
Washinglon Sq. RC Trail: Hall lo Hwy 217 (PE lo
Green berg)
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Rock Creek Trail: Amberwood lo Cornelius Pass
E. Bank Trail/Springwater Gaps (PE/ROW only)
Gresham/Fairview Trail. Burnside to Division
Subtotal:
Mode Category Total:
Green Streets
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Yamhill Recon: 190th to 197lh
Cully Blvd Recon: PE
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
mgs3 B e a v e r C r e e k Cu l ve r t s . T r o u t d a l e . C o c h r a n . Stark
pgs1
mgs2
wped1
PPED1
pped2
wped2
wped3
pped3
wped4
cpedi
rtdm1
rtdm1
rldm1
rtdm1
ptdm1
Stdm1
rtdm1
rtdmi
St*n1
ctdmi
Cully Blvd Recon: ROW/Construction
Civic Drive Recon: LRT lo 13th
Subtotal:
Mode Category Total:
Pedestrian
Recommended for 2006-07 Fundinq
For Grove TC Ped Improvemenls
Central Easlside Bridgeheads
St. Johns TC Ped Improvements
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Hiltsboro RC Ped Improvemenls
Tigard TC Ped Improvements
Tacoma St. 6th to 21st
Merto Rd LRT Station lo 170th
Molalla Ave. Gaffney to Fir
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqory Total:
Regional Transportation Options
I
Recommended for 2006-07 Fundinq
RTO. TDM Core Program
RTO: TMA Assistance/Programs
RTO: 2040 Initiatives Programs
RTO: Non-Metro or TM Administered TDM Program?
Interstate Ave TravelSmart
I-5 Corridor TDM Plan
Subtotal:
Nol Recommended for 2006-07 Fundinq
RTO TDM Core Program
RTO TMA and 2040 Initiatives 04-05 Add BacX
I-5 Comdor TDM Plan
Clackamas RC TMA Shullle
Subtotal:
Mode Category Total:
Amount
n/a
$0,844
$0,431
$1661
$0,216
$1,049
$0,630
$1,895
$3,556
$0,450
$0,773
$1223
$1,470
$1,700
$0,250
$3,420
$4,643
(millions of $)
$0,900
$1,456
$0,967
$3,323
$0,522
$0,203
$1,278
$0,271
$0,800
$3,074
$6,397
Requested
(millions of $)
$1,000
$0,818
$0,538
$0,279
$0,300
$0,112
$3,047
$0,500
$0,500
$0,112
$0,129
$1,241
S4.2BB
I
1 ptod!
2 pNvdi
4 cbfcd!
2 pWvdi
2 mbtv<J1
n/amb»vd1
4 wim9
6 pbrv<J3
Boulevard
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
N Macadam TOD (Res # 03-3290)
102nd Ave Weidler to Burnside
McLoughlin I-205 lo Hwy 43 Bridge
Subtotal:
Nol Recommended for 2006-07 Fundinq
102nd Ave. Weidler to Burnside
Slark SI. Ph 2a 190th to 191st
Slark SI. Ph. 2b 19tst lo 197th
Rose Biggr LRT to Crescent
Burnside W 19th lo E 14th (PE only}
7 pbh/d2 K.Killingsworth Interstate lo MLK (PE only)
8 wbrvdi
6 wMvdi
9 cbtvd2
1
Cornel: Murray lo Saltzman (construction)
Cornel: Murray to Sallzman (ROW)
Boones Ferry Kruse to Madrona (PE and ROW)
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqorv Total:
Freight
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
n/a rp»n5 I-5/99W Connector Corridor Study
2 pf1
Tualatin-Sherwood Rd.. Hwy 99 to Teton (PE only)
Change lo: PE tor I-5/99W Comdor & Wash Co
Arterial Studies Freight Priority
MLK: Columbia lo Lombard (PE only)
n/a rpln6 Regional Freight Data Collection
e pp«J2
1 Wf1
1
n/a a m i
5 mnni
10 wrm6
11 prmi
12 wrm8
1 wrm4
2 wm>10
3 wmi7
4 wtmJ2
S mrmi
6 wrm11
7 wrm3
S wrrnt
9 prrn2
12 wrm8
13 cim5
14 cirr>4
IS crm6
16 wmS
17 crm2
IB wrm2
19 crm3
1
n/a nodi
nla riodi
1 Dod3
n/a rtodi
n/a rtodi
2 cm
St. Johns TC Ped Improvements
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Tualatin-Sherwood Rd Hwy 99 lo Teton (PE only)
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqory Total:
Road Modernization
Recommended for 2006-07 Fundinq
Boeckman Rd 95th to Grahams Ferry
223rd Ave. Railroad Under Xing
10th Ave £ Main to Baseline
SW Macadam Bancroft lo Gibbs (Res # 03-3290)
Murray Blvd Scholls Ferry to Barrows
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Cornell Road. Evergreen lo Bethany (PE only)
Greenberg Rd.: Shady Lane lo North Dakota
Murray Blvd. Science Park to Cornell
Baseline/Jenkins ATMS
223rd Ave Railroad Under Xing
FarmingtonRd @ Murray intersection
Farmington Rd: 170th to 185th (PE only)
Highway 8 Intersection @ 10th
SE Foster/Barbara Welch intersection
Murray Blvd Scholls Ferry lo Barrows
Clackamas Railroad Xing Traveler Info
Wilsonville Rd. Traveler Info
I-205 Johnson Cr Blvd interchange design/VPE
185th Ave. Westview HS to W Union (PE only)
SunnysideRd 142nd to 152nd
Farmington Rd : 185th lo 198th (PE only)
Kinsman Rd: Barber to Boeckman
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqorv Total:
TOD
Recommended for 2006-07 Fundinq
Metro TOD Program @ $1 m 06-07
Metro TOD Program increase o( $ 5 ml year in 06-07
Urban Center Program
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
04/05
Metro TOD Program restoration of i 25 m 04-05
Clackamas RC TOD/P&R (PE only)
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqorv Total:
nla
$1,000
$3,000
$4,000
$2,350
$1,000
$0,800
$1,908
$2,000
$1,000
$2,500
$1,000
$2,550
$15,108
$19 108
$0-500
$2000
$2,000
$0,500
$0,967
$5,967
$0,818
$0,818
$6,785
Amount
$1 956
$1,000
$1,346
n/a
$0-986
55 288
$1,088
$1 789
$1,811
$0,449
$2,400
$2,618
$1,197
$0,797
$3 500
$1 593
$0 385
$0 105
$0,600
$0581
$4,000
$1 005
$1000
$24,918
$30,206
$2 000
$1 000
$1000
$4,000
$1,000
$0 500
$0250
$1,750
$5,750
I
i /a
^ 3
i"a
1
2
3
A
5
*
va
1
1
4
5
7
1
2
3
4
R
8
9
10
p*r1
rpki l
rprn3
rp»n4
fphl2
prr1
m n i
o r l
prr2
p<r3
ttr1
r\i2
<\<2
mtf2
n r 6
rlrS
rlr2
rtr3
p i n
mtr2
ctr2
rtr4
siri
m l M
R
Bridge
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Broadway Bridge Span 7 painling
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqorv Total:
Planning R
("»
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Metro MPO required planning
PoweWFosier Corridor FHan (Phase II)
RTP Comdor Plan - Nexi Priority Corridor
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Lrvable Communities on Major Streets
Union SLabon Multi-modal Facility Development
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqory Total:
Road Reconstruction
Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
Division 6th lo 39th (Streelscape plan to 601h)
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 Funding
242nd Ave Ghsan lo Slark
Lake Rd 21st to Hwy 224 (PE/ROW)
SE 39Bv Bumskie lo Holgale {PE only)
W Bums>de 19th to 23rd
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqorv Total:
Transit
in
Recommended for 2006-07 Fundinq
Metro Res 03-3290; Soulh Corridor,
Washinglon Co. Commuter Rail, North
Macadam Development
Frequenl Bus Corridors
Frequent Bus corridors (RTO reserve account)
Gresham Civic Station TOD
North Macadam Transit Access (Res # 03-3291
North Macadam Infrastructure (Res 0 03-3290)
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for 2006-07 FurKJinq
Frequent Bus Condors
Local Focus Areas
102nd Bus Slops
Gresham Civic Slalion TOD
Soulh Melro Amlrak Slabon
Hybrid Bus Expansion
Jantzen Beach Access
Rockwood Bus/MAX Xfer
Subtotal:
Mode Cateqorv Total:
$0.00
$2,500
$2,500
$2 500
rnonj c* ()
$1,709
$0,200
$0,500
$2409
$0,276
$0,300
$0,576
$2,985
$2,500
$2,500
$0,550
$1,481
$0,400
$3,589
$6,020
$8,520
Amounl
lillwnt d i)
$16,000
$2,250
$0,500
$2,000
n/a
rVa
$20,750
$4,859
$1,205
$0,135
$1,450
$0,700
$2,244
$0,449
$0,382
$11,424
$32,174
Transportation Priorities 2004-07June 19,2003
Transportation Priorities 2004-07:
Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept
Conditions of Program Approval
Bike/Trail
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
Boulevard
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002).
(pbll) and (mbl2): The 102nd Avenue Boulevard and McLoughlin Boulevard: 1-205 to
Highway 43 Bridge projects will incorporate stormwater design solutions (in addition to
street trees) consistent with Section 5.3 of the Green Streets guide book and plant street
trees consistent with the planting dimensions (p 56) and species (p 17) of the Trees for
Green Streets guide book (Metro: 2002).
Bridge
No bridge projects have been nominated for funding.
Green Streets
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
and Green Streets guide books (Metro; June 2002).
(pgsl): The Cully Boulevard project must demonstrate that outreach will be provided to
the Hispanic community located in the vicinity of the project alignment to encourage
participation in the project design and construction mitigation prior to obligation of
funds.
Freight
(pfl): The allocation will be conditioned to examine a route that includes a grade-
separated crossing of the Union Pacific main line in the vicinity of NE 11th Avenue,
consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan.
(wfl): The Tualatin-Sherwood Road preliminary engineering funding of $2 million will be
placed in reserve until completion of Washington County's South Arterial Improvement
Conditions of Approval
Transportation Priorities 2004-07 1 May 23,2003
Concept Feasibility Study and identification of an arterial project to serve freight needs in
south Washington County.
Planning
(rpln4): The RTP Corridor Plan - Next Priority Corridor is conditioned on a project
budget and scope being defined in the appropriate Unified Work Program.
Pedestrian
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002).
(wpedl): The Forest Grove pedestrian project may expand the project scope area to
include the portion of 21st Avenue and A Street that is within the designated town center
and should address pedestrian crossings in addition to sidewalk improvements.
(pped2): Both the pedestrian and freight elements of the St. Johns improvement shall be
designed and constructed in tandem. The design process shall include involvement of
community residents, businesses and area freight interests to ensure the design is
consistent with the St. Johns truck strategy report and the adopted St. Johns town center
and Lombard main street plans.
Road Modernization
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002).
(wrm6): The city of Hillsboro must demonstrate that outreach to notify and make aware
of construction mitigation choices to the Hispanic community in the vicinity of this
alignment prior to obligation of funds. The project will plant street trees consistent with
the planting dimensions (p 56) and species (p 17) of the Trees for Green Streets guide
book (Metro; June 2002).
(wrm8): The Murray extension: Scholls Ferry to Barrows project will plant street trees
consistent with the planting dimensions (p 56) and species (p 17) of the Trees for Green
Streets guide book (Metro: 2002).
(crm2): While the Sunnyside Road project from 142nd to 152nd is not designated to
receive funds from the Transportation Priorities 2006-07 allocations, the Sunnyside Road
modernization project from 142nd to 172nd is designated as the region's priority for future
Conditions of Approval
Transportation Priorities 2004-07 2 May 23,2003
funding from new transportation revenues being considered by the 2003 Oregon
Legislature (commonly referred to as OTIA III).
Prior to construction of the Sunny side Road; 142nd to 172nd segment, Clackamas County
and affected cities shall work with the region to develop an updated comprehensive
transportation strategy for the corridor connecting the Damascus town center and the
Clackamas regional center. This strategy shall be coordinated with the concept planning
for the Damascus urban growth boundary area and adopted in the regional transportation
plan and local transportation system plan updates. Should funds become available for the
construction of the segment between 142n and 152" prior to the completion of this
planning work, construction could proceed in that segment.
Road Reconstruction
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002).
(prrl): The Division Street reconstruction project will incorporate stormwater design
solutions (in addition to street trees) consistent with Section 5.3 of the Green Streets
guide book and plant street trees consistent with the planting dimensions (p 56) and
species (p 17) of the Trees for Green Streets guide book (Metro: 2002).
Regional Travel Options
(ptdml): Promotional material for the Interstate TravelSmart program will include
language to be provided by Metro explaining the source of program funds and purpose of
the Transportation Priorities program.
(stdml): The 1-5 Corridor TDM Plan is subject to matching funds from the Oregon
Department of Transportation and/or Washington State.
(rtdml): The Regional Travel Options core program, TMA assistance and 2040 initiatives
allocations for 2004-07 are subject to completion of a strategic work plan for the
program.
(tdml) and (rtr2): The 2006-07 allocation to the Regional Travel Options (RTO) core
program represents a $500,000 reduction from the staff recommendation and from the
current funding level. The Transportation Demand Subcommittee of TPAC is currently
developing a strategic vision that may provide new direction for the delivery and
administration of program elements. A work item will be added to the strategic vision to
recommend how the program would allocate resources between all of the RTO program
elements within this reduced budget amount for fiscal years 2004-07 and define what
services would be delivered within this budget.
Conditions of Approval
Transportation Priorities 2004-07 3 May 23,2003
The $500,000 reduction would be set aside in reserve for additional Frequent Bus capital
improvements pending completion and JPACT and Metro Council review of the RTO
strategic vision report. After review and approval of the RTO strategic vision report and a
determination that these resources are sufficient, JPACT and Metro Council would agree
on the allocation of the reserve account to Frequent Bus capital improvements.
Transit Oriented Development (TOD)
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
(rtodl): Upon completion of a full funding grant agreement, station areas of the Airport
MAX, Interstate MAX, 1-205 MAX, and Washington County commuter rail are eligible
for TOD program project support.
Transit
Capital projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
Allocations to Interstate MAX, South Corridor planning and priority project
development, Washington County commuter rail, and North Macadam development per
Metro Resolution Nos. 99-2442, 99-2804A and 03-3290 will be limited to actual interest
and finance costs accrued and not those forecasted for cost estimating purposes as
defined within the resolutions. Residual revenues will be reallocated through a
subsequent MTIP update or amendment.
(tdml) and (rtr2): The 2006-07 allocation to the Regional Travel Options (RTO) core
program represents a $500,000 reduction from the staff recommendation and from the
current funding level. The Transportation Demand Subcommittee of TPAC is currently
developing a strategic vision that may provide new direction for the delivery and
administration of program elements. A work item will be added to the strategic vision to
recommend how the program would allocate resources between all of the RTO program
elements within this reduced budget amount for fiscal years 2004-07 and define what
services would be delivered within this budget.
The $500,000 reduction would be set aside in reserve for additional Frequent Bus capital
improvements pending completion and JPACT and Metro Council review of the RTO
strategic vision report. After review and approval of the RTO strategic vision report and a
determination that these resources are sufficient, JPACT and Metro Council would agree
on the allocation of the reserve account to Frequent Bus capital improvements.
Conditions of Approval
Transportation Priorities 2004-07 4 May 23,2003
JPACT Recommendation Resolution No. 05-3529AAttachment 1
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Planning Amount
(millions of $)
Requested
Sc
or
e
Bike/Trail Amount Pedestrian
Requested
Amount
(millions of $)
n/a P10005 Regional Freight Planning: Region wide $0,300
n/a PI0001 MPO Required Planning: Region wide $1,731
n/a PH003 Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS; Portland central $2,000
city to Milwaukie town center
n/a TO053 Multi-Use Path Master Plans: Lake Oswego to $0,300
Milwaukie. Tonquin Trail, Mt. Scott - Scouter's
Loop
n/a PIO002 Next Priority Corridor Study $0,500
n/a PM017 WilIamete Shoreline - Hwy 43 Transit alternatives
analysis: Portland South Waterfront to Lake $0,686
Oswego
Subtotal: "t5.$19
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
n/a PIOOM Livable Streets Update: Region wide $0,200
n/a raooo Bike Model and Interactive Map: Region wide $0,201
n/a PI5O53 Multi-Use Path Master Plans: Sullivan's Gulch $0,290
n/a PI1017 Willamete Shoreline - Hwy 43 Transit preliminary
engineering: Portland South Waterfront to Lake
Oswego $1.350
Subtotal: S2.041
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
n/a P11003 Milwaukie LRT Supplemental EIS: Portland central $1.725
city to Milwaukie town center
n/a PI5016 I-205/Hwy 213 Interchange Reconaissance Study $0,300
n/a P13121 Tualalin Valley Highway Corridor Study: Highway $1,900
217 to Baseline Road
n/a TDOOO5 Fuller Road at I-205 $0,500
Subtotal: $4,425
Mode Category Total: $11,985
SC
OT
*
Regional Travel Options
Requested
Amount
(millions of $)
Sc
or
e
n/a Program management & administration $0,340
n/a Regional marketing program $2,960
n/a Regional evaluation $0,300
n/a 1 TravelSmart $0.500
Subtotal: $4,100
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
n/a 1 TravelSmart $0,500
n/a Regional Vanpool fleet $0,503
n/a 1 TravelSmart projects $0,500
Subtotal: (1.503
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
n/a 2 TravelSmart Projects $1,000
Subtotal: $1,000
Mode Category Total: $6.603
Recommended tor Funding
93 Bk 1009 Springwater Trail-Sellwood Gap: SE 19th $1,237
to SE Umatilla
82 Sk40ii Marine Dr. Bike Lanes & Trail Gaps: 6th $0,966
Ave. to 185th
ai Bk2O55 Springwaler Trailhead at Main City Park $0,310
76 Bk2O52 MAX Multi-use Path: Cleveland Station to $0,890
Ruby Junction
75 BK5O26 Trolley Trail: Arista to Glen Echo $0,742
(Segments 5-6)
73 Bk3oi2 Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park to NW $0,675
Wilkens
53 Bk3072 Powerline Trail (north): Schuepback Park $0,600
to Burntwood Dr. (ROW)
Subtotal: $5,420
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
67 sksiio Jennifer St: 106th to 122nd $0,550
S5 Bk3072 Powerline Trail (north): Schuepback Park $0,900
to Burntwood Dr. (Con)
93 BkiO09 Springwater Trail-Sellwood Gap: SE 19th $0,372
to SE Umatilla
Subtotal: $1,822
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
63 Bk6057 Washington Square Regional Center $1,256
Trail: Hwy. 217 to Fanno Creek Trail
53 Bk6020 Powerline Trail (South): Barrows to Beef $0,942
Bend Rd.
Subtotal: $2,198
Mode Category Total: $ 0 4 0
TOD
Requested
Amount Sc
or
e
Recommended for Funding
9fl TDBM5 Regional TOD LRT Station Area Program
$3,000
95 TD0002 Regional TOD Urban Center Program 51.000
88 TD00O3 Site acquisition: Beaverton regional $2,000
center
Subtotal: $6,000
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
95 TDOOO; Regional TOD Urban Center Program $0,500
aa TDOO03 Site acquisition: Beaverton regional $1,000
center
si TDOOIM Gateway Transil Center Redevelopment $0,500
98 TDsoos Regional TOD LRT Station Area Program $0,500
95 TD0002 Regional TOD Urban Center Program $0,500
Subtotal: $3,000
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
Subtotal: $0.000
Mode Category Total: $9,000
Sc
or
e
90 Pd3i63 Forest Grove Town Center Pedestrian $0,660
Improvements
88 Pd5054 Milwaukie Town Center: Main/Harrison/21st $0,450
74 Pdi202 SW Capitol Highway (PE): Multnomah to Taylors $0,530
Ferry
Subtotal: $1,640
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
7a Pdi227 Tacoma Street: 6th to 21st $1,402
75 P<J:'O5 Rockwood Ped to MAX: 188th Avenue and $1,400
Burnside
44 Pdioi8 Transit Safe Street Crossings $0,500
n/a Pd8007 ODOT Preservation Supplement (Powell: 50th to I- $0,250
205}
Subtotal: $3,552
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
68 Pdioeo SE Hawthorne: 20th to 50th $0,822
63 Pd302i SW Scholls Ferry Road: Raleigh Hills town center $0,436
59 Pd3093 SW Murray Blvd (west side only): TV Hwy to $0,923
Farmington {+ bike lane)
49 Pd5209 SE 129th Sidewalks and bike lane: Scott Creek Ln. $0,707
to Mountain Gate Rd.
n/» Pdsoo/ ODOT Preservation Supplement (Powell: 50th to I- $0,250
205)
Subtotal: $TTW
Mode Category Total: $8,330
Transit
Raquntx)
Amount
(mittens of S)
Recommended for Funding
n/a TM001 1-205 LRT, Commuter Rail, S Waterfront Streetcar $16,000
n/a TM002 I-205 Supplemental $2,600
93 Trao35 Frequent Bus Capital program $2,750
81 Trnoe Easlside Streetcar (Con) $1,000
57 Tr5i26 South Metro Amtrak Station: Phase II $0.900
Subtotal: $23,250
No! Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cul
57 Tr5i26 South Metro Amtrak Station: Phase II $0,250
28 RC8036 SW Ash Street extension (PE-ROW) $0,639
Subtotal: JO.889
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
28 RCB038 SW Ash Street extension (construction) $0,212
Subtotal: 50.212
Mode Category Total: J24.351
JPACT Recommendation Resolution No. 05-3529AAttachment 1
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65
65
46
65
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i
79
77
68
67
65
79
61
45
RC6014
RC118-I
RC7000
Road Capacity
Recommended for Funding
SW Greenburg Road:Washington Square Dr. to
Beaverton-Hill5dale Hwy/Oleson/Scholls Ferry
intersection (PE)
SE 172nd Ave:Phase I; Sunnyside to Hwy 212
(ROW)
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
RC2110
P(J6127
RC7000
RC5103
RC1164
Wood Village Blvd.: Arata to Halsey
Boones Ferry Road at Lanewood Street
SE 172nd Ave:Phase I; Sunnyside to Hwy 212
(ROW)
Clackamas County ITS: Safety and operational
improvements at 4 railroad crossings
Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy/Oleson/Scholls Ferry
intersection (PE)
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
RC1184
RC31U
Fr4063
Fr30i6
Fr4087
FnS086
FrSOOe
Beaverton-Hillsdale Hwy/Oleson/Scholls Ferry
intersection (PE)
NE 28th Avenue: East Main to Grant
Subtotal:
Mode Category Total:
Freight
(m
Recommended for Funding
N Lombard: Slough overcrossing
SW Tualatin-Sherwood Road ATMS: I-5 to
Highway 99W
N Leadbetler Extension: N Bybee Lake Ct. to
Marine Dr.
Kinsman Road extension: Barber to Boeckman
Freight Data Collection Infrastructure and Archive
System: Approximately 50 interchanges region
Subtotal
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
Fr4063
Pr2074
Nc
F<4063
Fr4087
Fr6065
N Lombard: Slough overcrossing
NE Sandy Blvd. (PE/ROW): 207th to 238th
Requested
Amount
illions of $)
$1,000
$1,000
$2,000
$4,000
$0,815
$1,400
$2,300
$0,500
$0,411
$5,426
$1,489
$1,682
$9,426
Requested
Amount
millions of $)
$2,000
$0,341
$1,800
$1,400
$0,179
$5,720
$0,210
$0,630
Subtotal: $0,630
t Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
N Lombard: Slough overcrossing
N Leadbetter Extension: N Bybee Lake Ct. to
Marine Dr.
SW Herman Road: Teton to 108th Avenue
$2,210
$1,200
$2,000
Subtotal: $5,410
Mode Category Total: $11,760
i
91
86
91
88
84
B1
70
i
71
Road Reconstruction
Recommended for Funding
FF3166 10lh Avenue at Highway 8 Intersections
RR2035 Cleveland St.: NE Stark to SE Powell
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for Further Consideration n Fi
RR10S3 Nailo Parkway: NW Davis to SW Market
RR2035 Cleveland St.: NE Stark to SE Powell
RR5037 Lake Rd: 21st to Hwy 224
(millions of $)
$0,837
$1,000
$1,837
nal Cul
S3.840
$0,540
$1,884
Subtotal: $6,264
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
RR2001 NE 242nd Ave.: Stark to Glisan
RR1209 NW 23rd Avenue: Burnside to Lovejoy
Subtotal:
Mode Category Total:
Large Bridge
Recommended for Funding
RR1012 Sellwood Bridge Replacement: Type,
Size & Location Study, Preliminary
environmental
$0,840
$2,694
$8,101
Amount
(millions of $)
$2,000
Subtotal: $2,000
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
RR1012 Sellwood Bridge Replacement: Type.
Size & Location Study, Preliminary
environmental
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in F
$1,600
$1,600
st Cut
Subtotal: $0,000
Mode Category Total: $3,600
i
102
97
95
69
87
1
93
86
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Recommended for Funding
Bd302o Rose Biggi extension: Crescent St. to Hal) (PE)
Bdiosi Burnside Street: Bridge to E 14th (PE)
Bdi260 Killingsworth: N Commercial to NE MLK (PE)
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
B43020 Rose Biggi extension: Crescent St. to Hall (ROW)
Bd3020
 R o s e B i g g j extension: Crescent St. to Hall (Con)
Bdiosi Bumside Street: Bridge to E 14th (PE)
Bdi260 Kitlingsworth: 1-5 Overpass
Bdizeo Killingsworth: N Commercial to NE MLK (Con)
Bd3iB4 Cornell Road: Saltzman to 119th
liontofS)
$0,580
$1,650
$0,400
$2,630
$1,140
$2,087
$1,710
$0,935
$1,679
$2,535
Subtotal: '"$10,086
Not Recommended for Further Consideration in First Cut
Bd3)69 E Baseline: 10th to 20th
Subtotal:
Mode Category Totat:
R.
Green Streets
Recommended for Funding
GS2123 Beaver Creek Culverts: Troutdale, Cochran. Stark
$2,447
$2.44?
(15.163
•quMM
MnourU
KonsoTS)
$1,000
Subtotal: $1,000
Nol Recommended for Further Consideration in Final Cut
GS1224 NE Cully Boulevard: Prescott to Killingsworth
GS2H3 Beaver Creek Culverts: Troutdale, Cochran, Stark
Subtotal:
Not Recommended for Further Consideration n First Cut
$2,457
$0,470
$0,470
Subtotal: $0,000
Mode Category Total:
Recommended Total: $63,116
Expected 2008-09 Funding Authorized: $62,228
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Resolution No. 05-3529A
Attachment 4
Transportation Priorities 2006-09:
Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept
Conditions of Program Approval
Bike/Trail
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
(Bk2052) The MAX multi-use path project funding is conditioned on the demonstration
of targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction
mitigation phase to the significant concentration of Hispanic and low-income populations
in the vicinity of the project.
(Bk3072) The Powerline Trail (Schuepback Park to Burntwood Drive) funding is
conditioned on the execution of the purchase option of the Mt. Williams property for use
of right-of-way for the project. If the purchase option is not executed, Metro may rescind
the funds for future reallocation.
(Bk5026) The $.742 million in funds committed to the Trolley Trail may be transferred to
the 172nd project if an alternate funding source for Segments 5 and 6 is committed.
Clackamas County will be seeking funds from a sewer project in this right-of-way as well
as other County, regional, state or federal funds to finance this priority trail project.
(Bkl009) The $1,237 million allocated to the Springwater Trail- Sellwood Gap is
conditioned on the City of Portland committing sufficient funds to complete this segment
of the Springwater Trail project, conditioned on committing funds to complete the NE
Cully Blvd.: Prescott to Killingsworth Green Street project and conditioned on
committing funds to fund the Gateway TOD project.
Boulevard
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guide book (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002).
All projects will incorporate stormwater design solutions (in addition to street trees)
consistent with Section 5.3 of the Green Streets guide book and plant street trees
consistent with the planting dimensions (p 56) and species (p 17) of the Trees for Green
Streets guide book (Metro: 2002).
(Bd3020) The Rose Biggi project funding is conditioned on the demonstration of targeted
public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation phase to
Staff Report to Metro Resolution 05-3529A 1 Transportation Priorities 2006-09
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the significant concentration of Hispanic and low-income populations in the vicinity of
the project.
(BdlO51) The E Burnside project funding is conditioned on the demonstration of targeted
public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation phase to
the significant concentration of low-income population in the vicinity of the project.
(Bdl260) The Killingsworth project funding is conditioned on the demonstration of
targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation
phase to the significant concentration of Black and low-income populations in the
vicinity of the project.
Large Bridge
(RR1012) Funding of the Sellwood Bridge project is contingent on the programming $1.5
million of STIP funding and Multnomah County prioritizing the Sellwood Bridge as the
first priority large bridge project for receipt of HBRR funds after completion of the
Sauvie Island bridge in 2007. Furthermore, the Type, Size & Location Study and
Preliminary Environmental Assessment shall include addressing the connection between
the bridge design and surrounding land use and transportation issues.
Freight
(Fr4063): Funding of the N Lombard project is contingent on the demonstration of a
financial strategy that does not rely on large ( > $2 m) future contributions from the
Transportation Priorities process.
(Fr4087): Funding for the Leadbetter over crossing project is contingent on the
programming of $6 million in ODOT OTIA III funding and $2 million of local match by
the Port of Portland to the project.
The N Lombard and N Leadbetter over crossing project funding is conditioned on the
demonstration of targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and
construction mitigation phase to the significant concentration of Black population in the
vicinity of the project.
Green Streets
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
and Green Streets guidebooks (Metro; June 2002).
(GS1224): The Cully Boulevard project funding is conditioned on the demonstration of
targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation
phase to the significant concentration of Black, Hispanic and low-income populations in
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the vicinity of the project. It is also conditioned on provision of results of the water
quantity and quality testing as described in the project application.
Planning
(P10002): The RTP Corridor Plan - Next Priority Corridor is conditioned on a project
budget and scope being defined in the appropriate Unified Work Program.
Pedestrian
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guidebook (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002).
Road Capacity
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guidebook (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002).
(RC7001) The 172nd Avenue project funding is conditioned on a project design that
implements the transportation implementation strategies and recommendations of the
Damascus/Boring concept plan. Based on the recommendations of the plan, the County
may request, in coordination with the cities of Damascus and Happy Valley, a different
arterial improvement location or scope. Furthermore, the $.742 million in funds
committed to the Trolley Trail may be transferred to the 172" project if an alternate
funding source for Segments 5 and 6 is committed. Clackamas County will be seeking
funds from a sewer project in this right-of-way as well as other County, regional, state or
federal funds to finance this priority trail project.
(RC 1184) The Beaverton-Hillsdale/Scholls Ferry/Oleson Road intersection PE funding
is conditioned on the provision of a redevelopment plan being completed for the area
encompassed by the project construction impacts in conjunction with PE activities. The
scope of these activities will be adopted as a condition of approval in the final MTIP
document. Demonstration of a financial strategy (not a commitment) for funding of right-
of-way and construction that does not rely on large future allocations from regional
flexible funds is also required prior to programming of awarded funds.
Road Reconstruction
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
All projects will meet street design guidelines as defined in the Creating Livable Streets
guidebook (Metro; 2nd edition; June 2002).
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(RR2035) Cleveland Avenue is conditioned on the provision of green street elements as
described in the project application. Furthermore, the $1 million of funding can be spent
on the full project from SE Powell Blvd. to SE Stark St. as long as the section in the
Regional Center from SE Powell Blvd. to SE Division St. is completed.
(Fr3166) The $.837 million allocated to the 10th Avenue at Highway 8 intersection
project in Cornelius is conditioned on sufficient funds made available through the
reauthorization or TEA-21. If an amount of funds are not available to fund this project,
this project is not a commitment against the next MTIP allocation.
Transit Oriented Development (TOD)
All projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
(TD8005): Upon completion of a full funding grant agreement, station areas of the 1-205
MAX and Washington County commuter rail are eligible for TOD program project
support.
Transit
Capital projects will meet Metro signage and public notification requirements.
(TR1106) The Eastside Streetcar project funding is conditioned on the demonstration of
targeted public outreach activities in the project design phase and construction mitigation
phase to the significant concentration of low-income population in the vicinity of the
project. It is also conditioned on the securing of other funding to complete the
preliminary design and engineering costs of the project.
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Public Notification Requirements
Public Information Material
All public information material (notices, mailings, press releases) shall include a
statement describing the source of federal funding and the Metro logo. "This
project funded in part through federal transportation funds distributed through
Metro" would be an acceptable statement in meeting this requirement. The
Metro logo is available through the office of Public Affairs and may be acquired
by calling 503-797-1745.
Public Sign Standards
Standards for required signs may be obtained by calling Metro MTIP staff at 503-
797-1759.
Road Projects (construction period only)
Includes Capacity, Reconstruction, Boulevard, Freight, Bridge and Green Street
Demonstration projects.
Bicycle Projects (permanent)
Transit Oriented Development (permanent)
Appendix 8
Project Programming by Fund Type:
Surface Transportation Program (STP)
Congestion Management/Air Quality (CMAQ)
Metropolitan 2006-2009 Transportation Improvement Program
Table 4.1: CMAQ FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
uuu i i\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Oregon TBD SOUTH METRO AMTRAK STATION
City
14388 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Non Hwy Cap 900,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
900,000
900,000
103,009
1,003,009
COP
14381
TBD EASTSIDE STREETCAR: NW 10TH AVE (LOVEJOY ST - OMSI)
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Non Hwy Cap 1,000,000 1,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
0 1,000,000 1,000,000
114,454
1,114,454
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program 2006-09 Page A8-1
0 0
0 900,000 0 0
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Table 4.1: CMAQ FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
uuu i r\ey
No. Oescriplion
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
THPRD 1104 BEAVERTON POWERLINE TRAIL (MERLO STATION TO SCHUEPBACK)
13526 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Const 767,600
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
767,600
767,600
767,600
87,855
855,455
Mult Co
13528
CENTRAL EASTSIDE BRIDGEHEADS
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
PE 272,500
Const 700,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCALTOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
272,500 700,000
272,500
700,000
972,500
111,307
1,083,807
Metro TBD METRO RTO PROGRAM
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Transit 987,000 883,000 1,870,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
987,000 883,000 1,870,000
214,030
2,084,030
TriMet TBD TRIMET EMPLOYER PROGRAM
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Transit 195,000 195,000 390,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
195,000 195,000 390,000
44,637
434,637
TriMet TBD TRIMET REGIONAL EVALUATION PROGRAM
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Transit 100,000 100,000 200,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
100,000 100,000 200,000
22,891
222,891
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0 0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
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Table 4.1: CMAQ FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
UUVJ i r\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
TriMet TBD TRIMET BUS STOP DEVELOPMENT & STREAMLINE PROGRAM
13490
13491
13509
13508
REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
NonHwyCap 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000 1,375,000
5,500,000
5,500,000
629,500
6,129,500
Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE
TBD REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
NonHwyCap 3,165,708 7,367,485 8,918,841 9,078,325 28,530,359
FEDERAL TOTAL 3,165,708 7,367,485 8,918,841 9,078,325 28,530,359
LOCAL TOTAL 3,265,427
GRAND TOTAL 31,795,786
Metro TBD RAIL GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE (INTERSTATE MAX)
13500 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Non Hwy Cap 4,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
4,000,000
4,000,000
0 4,000,000
457,818
4,457,818
SMART 1030 SMART RTO PROGRAM
13487 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
NonHwyCap 121,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
121,000
121,000
121,000
13,849
134,849
Milwaukie 1103 TROLLEY TRAIL (JEFFERSON TO GLEN ECHO)
13471 REGIONAL CMAQ PROGRAM
Const 605,000 605,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
605,000 605,000
69,245
674,245
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0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
u u u i i\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
NCPRD TBD TROLLEY TRAIL (SE ARISTA DRIVE - SE GLEN ECHO AVENUE)
13471 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
742,000
742,000
742,000
742,000
84,925
826,925
Hillsboro TBD ROCK CREEK TRAIL (ORCHARD PARK - NW WILKENS)
14437 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 675,000 675,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
675,000
77,257
752,257
Metro TBD METRO RTO PROGRAM
14441
14442
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
1,800,000 1,800,000 3,600,000
0 1,800,000 1,800,000 3,600,000
412,036
4,012,036
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0 0 0
0 0 675,000 0
0
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
u u u i (\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Mult Co
TBD
TBD SELLWOOD BRIDGE REPLACEMENT
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD)
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
2,000,000 2,000,000
2,000,000
228,909
2,228,909
Mult Co TBD BEAVER CREEK CULVERTS (TROUTDALE RD, COCHRAN & STARK)
14438 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE
ROW
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
110,500
30,000
859,500
110,500
30,000
859,500
0 110,500 889,500 1,000,000
114,454
1,114,454
COP TBD SPRINGWATER TRAIL (SE UMATILLA ST - SE 19TH AVE)
14407 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
411,240
825,760
411,240
825,760
0 411,240 825,760 1,237,000
141,580
1,378,580
COP
14409
TBD MARINE DRIVE BIKE/TRAIL (NE 6TH AVE - NE 185TH)
Gresham TBD MAX MULTI USE PATH (CLEVELAND STATION - RUBY JUNCTION)
14413 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
890,000 890,000
890,000
101,864
991,864
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0 0 2,000,000 0
0
0
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 246,970 246,970
ROW 487,540 487,540
Const 231,490 231,490
FEDERAL TOTAL 0 0 246,970 719,030 966,000
LOCAL TOTAL 110,563
GRAND TOTAL 1,076,563
0 0 890,000 0
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
u u u i ney
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
COP TBD N LOMBARD (COLUMBIA SLOUGH O-XING)
14408 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
893,847 893,847
1,106,153 1,106,153
893,847 1,106,153 2,000,000
228,909
2,228,909
Wash Co TBD SW TUALATIN-SHERWOOD ROAD ATMS (HWY99W TO I-5)
14414 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
341,000 341,000
341,000
39,029
380,029
Port
13990
TBD N LEADBETTER EXTENSION O-XING
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
1,800,000 1,800,000
0 1,800,000 1,800,000
206,018
2,006,018
Wilsonville TBD KINSMEN RD (SW BOECKMAN RD - SW BARBER ST)
14429 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE
ROW
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
500,000
900,000
500,000
900,000
500,000 900,000 1,400,000
160,236
1,560,236
COP TBD FREIGHT DATA COLLECTION INFRASTRUCTURE & ARCHIVE SYSTEM
TBD REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 179,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
179,000
179,000
20,487
199,487
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0 0
0 0 341,000 0
0 0
0 0
0 0 179,000 0
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
u u u i r\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Cornelius TBD 10TH AVE (N BASELINE - N ADAIR)
14392 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE
ROW
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
180,630
57,130
599,240
180,630 656,370
180,630
57,130
599,240
837,000
95,798
932,798
Gresham TBD SE CLEVELAND ST (SE STARK - NE POWELL)
14393 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
1,000,000 1,000,000
1,000,000
114,454
1,114,454
Beaverton TBD SW ROSE BIGGI (SW HALL BLVD - SW CRESCENT ST)
14400 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
580,000 580,000
580,000
66,384
646,384
COP TBD BURNSIDE ST (BURNSIDE BRIDGE • E 14TH AVE)
14404 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 1,650,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
1,650,000
1,650,000
1,650,000
188,850
1,838,850
COP
14405
TBD KILLINGSWORTH (N COMMERCIAL - NW MLK JR BLVD)
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
400,000 400,000
400,000
45,782
445,782
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0 0
0 0 1,000,000 0
0 0 580,000 0
0 0 0
0 0 0 400,000
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
u u u i r\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Beaverton 1131 ROSE BIGGI AVENUE (CRESCENT - MILLIKAN)
14057 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 671,122
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
671,122
671,122
671,122
76,813
747,935
Gresham TBD SPRINGWATER TRAILHEAD @ MAIN CITY PARK
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE
Const
34,000
276,000
34,000
276,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
34,000 276,000 310,000
35,481
345,481
Tigard 1042 SW GREENBURG ROAD (WASHINGTON SQ DR - TIEDEMAN AVE)
11436 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
1,000,000 1,000,000
0 1,000,000 1,000,000
114,454
1,114,454
Wash Co TBD OR10: OLESON/SCHOLLS FERRY RD INTERSECTION
14389 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning
PE
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
100,000
900,000
0 100,000 900,000
100,000
900,000
1,000,000
114,454
1,114,454
Clack Co TBD SE 172ND AVE (SE SUNNYSIDE RD - OR212)
13477 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
ROW
Const
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
1,000,000 1,000,000
1,000,000 1,000,000
0 1,000,000 1,000,000 2,000,000
228,909
2,228,909
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0 0
0 0
0
0
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
u u u i r\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Tigard 1105 WASHINGTON SQ. RC TRAIL (HALL - GREENBURG)
13527 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 66,600
ROW
Const
178,000
141,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
66,600 319,000
66,600
178,000
141,000
385,600
44,134
429,734
Oregon 1089 MCLOUGHLIN BLVD PROJECT: I-205/RAILROAD TUNNEL
Citv
12460 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 3,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
0 3,000,000
3,000,000
3,000,000
343,363
3,343,363
Milwaukie TBD MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER (MAIN/HARRISON/21ST)
14439 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 450,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
450,000
450,000
51,505
501,505
COP TBD SW CAPITOL HWY (SW MULTNOMAH - SW TAYLORS FERRY)
14440 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD) 530,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
530,000
530,000
60,661
590,661
Forest
Grove
12481
1092 FOREST GROVE TOWN CENTER PED IMPROVEMENTS
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 340,000
ROW
Const
90,000
1,330,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
340,000 90,000 1,330,000
340,000
90,000
1,330,000
1,760,000
201,440
1,961,440
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0
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
ULHJ i r\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
COP
13502
1109 MLK O-XINGrrURN LANES (COLUMBIA - LOMBARD)
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD) 500,000
PE 1,500,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
500,000 1,500,000
500,000
1,500,000
0 2,000,000
228,909
2,228,909
COP 1110 ST JOHNS PED/FREIGHT (IVANHOE: RICHMOND - N ST LOUIS)
13514 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD)
PE
ROW
Const
75,000
574,000
74,000
1,211,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
75,000 574,000 1,285,000
75,000
574,000
74,000
1,211,000
1,934,000
221,355
2,155,355
COP 1113 DIVISION ST RECONSTRUCTION (6TH - 39TH)
13529 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 379,000
Const 1,818,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
379,000 1,818,000
379,000
1,818,000
2,197,000
251,456
2,448,456
Wilsonville 1083 BOECKMAN ROAD: CONNECTION TO TOOZE
12868 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 1,956,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 1,956,000
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
1,956,000
1,956,000
223,873
2,179,873
Hillsboro 1040 SE 10TH (E MAIN - SE BASELINE)
11434 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
ROW 493,500
Const 852,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
493,500 852,000
493,500
852,000
1,345,500
153,998
1,499,498
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0
0
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
ULHJ i i\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Metro TBD TOD URBAN CENTERS PROGRAM
14372
14374
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 500,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
0 500,000
500,000 1,000,000
0 500,000 1,000,000
114,454
1,114,454
Metro
14378
TBD TOD BEAVERTON REGIONAL CENTER
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 2,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
0 2,000,000
2,000,000
2,000,000
228,909
2,228,909
Metro TBD PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE: GARVEE BOND DEBT SERVICE
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 834,292 632,515 381,159 221,675 2,069,641
FEDERALTOTAL 834,292 632,515 381,159 221,675 2,069,641
LOCAL TOTAL 236,880
GRAND TOTAL 2,306,521
COP 1088 102NDAVE(NEWEIDLER-SE WASHINGTON)
12461 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Const 400,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
400,000
400,000
400,000
45,782
445,782
COP
13506
1107 NE CULLY BLVD (PRESCOTT - KILLINGSWORTH)
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
PE 773,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
0 773,000
773,000
773,000
88,473
861,473
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name Funding Source
u u u i i\ey
No. Description Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Metro TBD NEXT RTP CORRIDOR PLAN
13516
14402
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 500,000 500,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
0 500,000 500,000
1,000,000
1,000,000
114,454
1,114,454
SMART
13487
TBD RTO PROGRAM: SMART TDM
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 121,000 121,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
121,000 121,000
13,849
134,849
ODOE
13503
13504
TBD RTO PROGRAM: BUSINESS ENERGY TAX CREDIT/TELEWORK PROGRAM
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 54,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
54,000
54,000
54,000
6,181
60,181
Metro
14443
TBD TRAVEL SMART
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
500,000 500,000
500,000
57,227
557,227
Metro TBD TOD LRT STATION AREA PROGRAM
14444
14445
14446
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Transit 2,000,000 1,000,000 1,000,000 4,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 2,000,000 0 1,000,000 1,000,000 4,000,000
LOCAL TOTAL 457,818
GRAND TOTAL 4,457,818
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
u u u i ftey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (TONQUIN TRAIL)
14399 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 100,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
0 100,000
100,000
100,000
11,445
111,445
Metro TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (SCOUTERS MT)
14398 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
100,000 100,000
100,000
11,445
111,445
Metro
13483
TBD I-5/99W CONNECTOR STUDY
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning - Alt Anal 2,100,000
Planning - Land Use 400,000
FEDERAL TOTAL 2,100,000 400,000
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
2,100,000
400,000
2,500,000
286,136
2,786,136
COP TBD SE DIVISION STREET STUDY (10TH - 60TH)
13483 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning (PD) 303,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
303,000
303,000
303,000
34,680
337,680
Metro
13483
TBD POWELL/FOSTER CORRIDOR PLAN
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 200,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
200,000
200,000
200,000
22,891
222,891
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Table 4.1: STP FUNDED PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
u u u i rvey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
Metro 126 METRO CORE PLANNING
13483
13516
14386
14387
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 800,000 828,000 853,000 878,000 3,359,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
800,000 828,000 853,000 878,000 3,359,000
384,453
3,743,453
Metro
143S2
14383
14384
14385
TBD REGIONAL FREIGHT PLANNING
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
75,000 75,000 75,000 75,000
300,000
300,000
34,336
334,336
Metro
14391
TBD MILWAUKIE LRT EIS (PORTLAND - MILWAUKIE TOWN CENTER)
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 2,000,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
0 2,000,000
2,000,000
2,000,000
228,909
2,228,909
Metro TBD OR43 WILLAMETTE SHORELINE (PORTLAND - LAKE OSWEGO)
14406 REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 688,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
688,000
688,000
688,000
78,745
766,745
Metro
14397
TBD MULTI-USE PATH MASTER PLAN (MILWAUKIE - LAKE OSWEGO)
REGIONAL STP PROGRAM
Planning 100,000
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
100,000
100,000
100,000
11,445
111,445
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Table 4.1: FTA FUNDED TRANSIT PROJECTS
Effective October 1, 2005
Metro
Sponsor ID No. Project Name
I»L*U i i\ey
No. Description
Funding Source
Work phase
2006 2007 2008 2009
Total
Authority
TriMet
13498
13519
399 BUS AND RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE
FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20)
Non Hwy Cap 37,698,028 40,181,972 42,980,696 46,115,388 166,976,084
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
37,698,028 40,181,972 42,980,696 46,115,388 166,976,084
41,744,021
208,720,105
TriMet
13499
13518
1085 TRANSIT ENHANCEMENT 1%
FTA SECTION 5307 (80/20)
Non Hwy Cap 376,980 401,820 429,807
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
376,980 401,820
461,154 1,669,761
429,807 461,154 1,669,761
417,440
2,087,201
TriMet
13494
13523
388 RAIL PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE
FTA SECTION 5309 (80/20)
Non Hwy Cap
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
6,923,000 7,135,000 7,491,750 7,716,503 29,266,253
6,923,000 7,135,000 7,491,750 7,716,503 29,266,253
3,349,654
32,615,907
TriMet TBD I-205 LRT LOCAL MATCH
13718
13719
13720
STATE STP FUNDS
Con
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
7,499,633 10,500,205 4,999,756
7,499,633 10,500,205 4,999,756
0 22,999,594
0 22,999,594
2,632,406
25,632,000
TriMet
13478
1017 INTERSTATE MAX LIGHT RAIL
FTA SECTION 5309 NEW STARTS (79.66/20.34)
Con 18,292,550
FEDERAL TOTAL
LOCAL TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL
18,292,550
18,292,550
0 18,292,550
4,670,731
22,963,281
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Metropolitan Planning Organization
Comments:
2006-09 State Highway Fund Programming
2005 Transit Investment Plan
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METRO
January 31, 2005
Oregon Transportation Commission
C/O Mr. Stuart Foster, Chair
355 Capitol Street NE
Room 126 A
Salem, OR 97301
Dear Commissioners:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft 2006-09 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP). The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT)
and the Metro Council has identified the following issues for your consideration in the adoption
of the STIP. We look forward to further coordination with you in the integration of the
Metropolitan and State Transportation Improvement Programs.
1. Statewide STIP process guidelines for the presentation of project and program
options, selection criteria and agency recommendation.
Metro appreciates the efforts of Region One staff to identify both the projects and programs
proposed for funding within each program category in the draft STIP and those projects that were
considered but not proposed for funding for the public comment period. This was a new level of
effort by your staff to inform the public and agency stakeholders of the potential trade-offs of
funding allocation recommendations.
Metro encourages the OTC to adopt guidelines for the 2008-11 public comment draft STIP that
identifies all projects eligible for consideration for funding, a methodology and analysis to
recommend projects and programs (particularly in the "Modernization" category), and a
recommendation of those proposed for funding. This allows the public and stakeholder agencies
to view the trade-offs and reasoning of ODOT staff and to suggest alternative priorities. Such a
process would encourage more public participation, solicit comments that are more informed and
create more public ownership of the ultimate allocation decisions made by the commission.
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"We also recommend the Commission provide additional incentives, such as funding for projects (
and planning, to implement the policy objectives outlined in the proposed STA amendments. We
have done this in the Metro region through our Boulevard Program. Since 1998, we have funded
moTe than $20 million in boulevard projects through our Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program, with nearly $9 million being awarded to boulevard projects on state
highways in the Metro region."
The next step to achieving this vision is to set up a structure within the department that identifies
projects within these Special Transportation Areas for inclusion in the STIP and to organize
program staff within the department that are trained to work with local agency staff to design and
construct such projects. Metro is interested in working in partnership with ODOT on such a
program in anticipation of projects for the 2008-11 STIP.
Following are STA designated facilities within the Metro region:
• St. Johns Town Center: Lombard St. from Mohawk to Lombard Way to Richmond to Ivanhoe
to intersection of Ivanhoe and Philadelphia)
• Macadam Avenue Main Street: Highway 43 from Bancroft to Taylors Ferry Road
• Milwaukie town center: 99E/McLoughlin Boulevard from Scott Street to River Road
• Clackamas regional center: Highway 213/82nd Avenue from King Rd. to Sunnybrook St.
• Lake Oswego town center: Highway 43 from McVey Ave. to Terwilliger Blvd.
• Oregon City regional center: 99E/McLoughlin Boulevard from 14th Street to railroad tunnel
and the Highway 43 bridgehead area
• Cornelius Main Street: Highway 8 from 14th Ave. to 10th Ave.
• Washington Square regional center: Hall Boulevard from Scholls Ferry Rd. to Hemlock St.
A capital program should also be developed to address missing or substandard pedestrian and
bicycle facilities on state facilities in UBA and Commercial Centers areas. Such a program would
prioritize funding for such facilities to ensure that the transportation system is supporting our
state and local planning goals. Such work could be coordinate with, but not dependent on,
Preservation program projects to achieve cost-efficiencies and minimize construction impacts.
4. Coordination of Preservation work and the provision of adequate pedestrian and
bicycle facilities in urban areas.
Again, Metro commends the efforts of Region One staff to ensure coordination of preservation
work on urban area highways with to address substandard pedestrian and bicycle facilities
through the Sidewalks in Preservation (SWIP) Program and other proposed programming. Your
staff worked to identify which non-interstate facilities would likely be proposed for preservation
work in 2008-09 to allow for early coordination with local agency staff to identify potential
improvements that could be coordinated with the preservation work. This coordination is critical
to achieve economies of scale and to minimize disruption that would result from separate
preservation and capital improvement project timing.
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will be important to upgrade bike/pedestrian facilities on this narrow bridge to the extent
feasible.
7. Further inter-agency coordination and public process to define the ODOT Region
One Bicycle and Pedestrian program.
The Bicycle and Pedestrian program for Region One is not yet defined in the STIP. Metro
requests that the state bicycle and pedestrian program staff brief TPAC and JPACT on the
statewide program and specifically on the grant program award process.
Additionally, if there is additional Region One sidewalks in preservation (SWIP) funding
remaining to be programmed in 2008/09 after addressing the SE Powell and NW Yeon projects,
the list of potential projects, selection criteria and projects recommended for funding should be
made available for review and comment by TPAC, JPACT and the Metro Council prior to final
programming in the STIP.
8. Programming of funds for Corridor Planning.
The 2000 Regional Transportation Plan identifies eighteen transportation corridors in the Metro
region needing further planning work. These corridors are primarily defined around the traffic
movements on and surrounding state highway and interstate facilities. The RTP demonstrated
that these corridors have unmet transportation needs but lack clearly defined strategies of projects,
and programs to meet those needs. Corridor studies are needed to develop these strategies and
provide definition to the projects and programs needed. This allows those projects to proceed
into the environmental work and preliminary engineering.
Metro has programmed regional funds to begin addressing these corridor plans. Phase I of the
Powell/Foster corridor study was recently completed and identified improvement needs for much
of that corridor. The Highway 217 corridor plan is underway and funding is programmed for the
I-5/99W connector study. Funding for the next priority corridor has been proposed for
consideration of additional regional funds in 2008/09.
As these corridor plans seek to define strategies that affect the capacity and operations of
ODOT's highway and interstate facilities, Metro believes that ODOT should have both a
financial and administrative stake in supporting the corridor planning effort. Metro requests that
ODOT Region One planning staff to have the capability to participate in two corridor studies and
ODOT funding for one study in the 2008/09 biennium. Funding for such an effort could come
from ODOT planning funds or from STIP funding. Should ODOT decide to fund this work from
STIP resources, Metro suggests ODOT program $500,000 toward consultant services for
completion of one corridor plan, conditioned on an equal contribution of regional funds toward a
second corridor plan in the same time period. This level of planning effort would continue an
acceptable rate of progress toward completion of the corridor plans identified in the RTP and is
within the capacity of the region to complete planning work. Selection of the corridors for plan
development would be selected through a prioritization process with participation from ODOT
staff.
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identify alternative approaches of mitigation. Of particular concern is the potential effect of the I-
5/99W Connector combined with the Newberg-Dundee Bypass.
13. Projects of Statewide Significance
ODOT and the OTC have prioritized large interstate system capacity needs in the state through
the designation of "projects of statewide significance". The list includes the following eight
projects:
• Highway 62 Corridor Units 2 & 3 (Medford to White City)
• 1-5 to 99W Connector (Tualatin to Sherwood)
• Sunrise Corridor
• 1-5 Columbia River Crossing
• 1-205 (Columbia River to 1-5)
• Highway 20
• Newberg-Dundee Bypass (Corvallis to Newport)
• I-5/I-405 Loop (Portland)
Recent federal earmarks and resources from the OTIA HI program have begun to address
implementation of these projects. Further work is needed on the development of a statewide
finance strategy to implement the remaining projects on this priority list. This list should not be
expanded to include any new projects at this time.
Sincerely,
David Bragdon Rex Burkholder
Metro Council President Metro Councilor, District 5
Chair, JPACT
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Oregon
Theodore R. Kolongoski, Govenor
Department of Transportation
Region 1
123 NW Flanders
Portland, OR 97209-4037
(503) 731-8200
FAX (503) 731-8259
July 26, 2005
i
I David Bragdon, Metro Council President
Rex Burkholder, JPACT Chair
Metro
I 600 Northeast Grand Avenue
| Portland, OR 97232
Dear President Bragdon and Chair Burkholder:
Thank you for taking the time to comment on the draft 2006-2009 Statewide
i Transportation Improvement Program (STJP). As we prepare to adopt the 2006-2009
STIP, I wanted to express my appreciation for the insights submitted by Metro and
wanted to assure you that I have carefully considered each issue.
ODOT Region 1 staff has met with staff from Metro to. discuss and follow-up on each
issue. Your comments relating to the 2008-2011 STTP have been forwarded to the OTC
for consideration, and many of these issues have been or are in the process of being
addressed through the STJP Stakeholders Committee.
As we approach the next STIP update, I have directed Region 1 staff to develop a
transparent process for project identification and selection and to engage fee Joint Policy
Advisory Committee on Transportation and local jurisdictions during this process. I look
forward to receiving input from Metro and our regional partners on the various
transportation projects that will be recommended for inclusion in the 2008-2011 STIP.
Over the past few years, significant strides have been made to improve our interagency
coordination and integration of the STIP and MTIP. I want to commend Metro's efforts
to accelerate the MTIP development process to meet ODOT's STIP timelines. I look
forward to the continued strengthening our partnership to address the transportation
challenges of the region.
Sincerely,
Region 1 Manager
Form 734-18S0 (1-03)
600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE I PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736
TEL 503 797 1700 I FAX 503 797 1794
METRO
May 18, 2005
TriMet Board of Directors
4012 SE 17th Avenue
Portland, OR 97202
Dear Board President Passadore and Directors:
The Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation (JPACT) has received a briefing on
TriMet's 2005 Transit Investment Plan. This plan summarizes the five-year priorities for
investment in the transit system, consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan.
JPACT appreciates the efforts of TriMet to communicate its short-term plan for priority
investments and for the opportunity to comment on these plans. The plan clearly outlines the
competing opportunities for limited transit resources. Based on this information, JPACT offers
the following comments for TriMet Board consideration.
1. Provide further analysis of the TriMet TIPs progress toward implementing the Regional
Transportation Plan.
JPACT would appreciate further analysis and discussion concerning the following TIP-related
topics in the near future:
• a budget summary of revenue sources and operations and capital expenditures
• a financial needs analysis to implement the RTP Financially Constrained and Priority systems
(implementation of service hours, ridership and capital improvements)
• the overall 5-year costs (capital and operating) and forecasted revenues of the proposed plan.
2. Use the TriMet TIP and the analysis above to guide discussion of programming of funds
in the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP).
The Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program programs all federal transportation
funds in the region and documents the criteria and process used by JPACT and the Metro
Council for prioritizing projects and programs to implement the regional transportation plan.
The TriMet TIP should inform the JPACT and Metro Council deliberation on how to program
federal transportation funds by demonstrating what transit services can be implemented at
different levels of federal revenue investment in the transit system.
This information would be used by JPACT and the Metro Council to consider what the priority
emphasis should be in the next MTIP cycle and to measure progress in implementing the
Regional Transportation Plan.
3. Perform an analysis of the region's long-term high capacity transit system.
The 2005 TriMet TIP identifies several high capacity transit projects in the region. TriMet should
work with Metro to develop a high capacity transit master-planning effort to prioritize and
implement the next phases of this system.
4. Clarify description of process to identify and prioritize local service issues.
While TriMet staff performed extensive outreach as part of the development of the Transit
Investment Plan to citizens and local transportation agencies, it is not clear how this outreach, or
other communication to TriMet staff, translated into the identification and prioritization of the
areas identified as local service focus areas. Please clarify how TriMet receives input on local
service issues and how those communications may effect the selection of local service focus areas
to address local service issues.
5. Clarify the scope of the North Clackamas focus area work.
One local focus area identified in the Transit Investment Plan is the North Clackamas area. Please
clarify the plan language to address the relationship of this effort to the locally preferred
alternative of the South Corridor process, the start-up of 1-205 light rail service and the results of
the Damascus/Boring concept planning effort, particularly transit service on Sunnyside Road.
6. Update JPACT on implementation of the Elderly and Disabled Transportation Plan
JPACT shares TriMet's concerns about effective service to the elderly and disabled community as
well as the rising costs associated with TriMet's LIFT service. A briefing on these issues, the
Elderly/Disabled Land Use Study, the State's competitive grant program for these services, and
summary of TriMet's strategy for coordinating these services with other service providers in the
region would be appreciated.
7. Work with Metro and TPAC to document efforts taken by local governments to align
land use plans with transit goals and to assist in investing in transit-related capital costs.
8. Consider in future updates of the plan alternatives for providing transit service in
developing or lower-density areas.
Again, thank you for considering these comments on the Transit Investment Plan. We look
forward to continuing our cooperative working relationship to ensure the region receives the
most efficient and effective comprehensive transportation system.
Sincerely,
Rex Burkholder
JPACT Chair
Cc: Fred Hansen, Phil Selinger: TriMet
Andy Cotugno: Metro
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TRIteflMET
June 8, 2005
The Honorable Rod Park
Metro Councilor
Joint Policy Advisory Committee on Transportation
600 Northeast Grand Avenue
Portland, Oregon 97232-2736
Subject: TnMet's Transit Investment Plan: 2005 Update
Dear Councilor Park:
The TriMet Board thanks JPACT for its May 18, 2005 letter commenting on the 2005
update to TriMet's Transit Investment and JPACT's on-going support for transit
investments. The TriMet Transit Investment Plan presents the short-term strategy for
continuing to develop attractive transit mobility options for the citizens of this region,
building on the long-term vision contained in the Regional Transportation Plan
Together, our results to date are noteworthy:
The TriMet service area ranks 29th in population nationally, but 12th in transit
ridership.
TriMet has increased annual ridership for 16 straight years.
TriMet carried 89 million rides last year, more than any other western system
except Los Angeles.
Portland region residents took 79 transit trips per capita in 2002 - the most in any
comparable western region, and twice the average of our peer systems.
- TriMet ridership is growing faster than regional vehicle miles traveled, population
growth, or employment growth.
Over the last few years we have continued to progress even in an environment of fiscal
constraint - with flat payroll tax receipts over the last 3 years. This has reduced our
expected resources by over $30 million annually. To meet these challenges, we have
reduced costs through aggressive productivity improvements, becoming the #1 fuel-
efficient transit operator in the nation, and finding new more efficient ways to operate. We
have continued to develop our frequent service network, expanding it most recently with
the Line 57, our 16' frequent service line. We have also brought new services to our
customers through our web site and automated transit tracker systems. We have partnered
with Metro and local jurisdictions to continue the development of the RTP high capacity
transit system.
This is our fourth transit investment plan - and your comments will help us to continue to
develop this tool. In specific reply to your comments, I offer the following:
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1. Relationship to the RTP: The 20-year Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is the
foundation for TriMet's 5-year Transit Investment Plan (TIP). Indeed, the TIP
acknowledges that connection but should it do more to document specific results
against the targets set out in the RTP. We will continue to develop analytical tools
and metrics to measure the transit program's performance for application to the
2006 TIP update as well as how the investments in the MTBP and dedicated transit
funds are being applied and translated into the transportation goals set out in the
RTP.
2. MTIP programming: As noted above, we will enhance future Transit Investment
Plans with more quantitative measures of our performance toward RTP goals. The
Board welcomes the opportunity to review with JPACT opportunities to use
targeted federal funding for further development of our transit system We will
continue to enhance the Transit Investment Plan to better make that connection to
JPACT and to the community.
3. High Capacity Transit Master Plan: The RTP identifies corridors to receive some
form of high capacity transit, but does not provide specific priority or sequencing
for those projects. With JPACT guidance, as well as leadership and support from
Metro staff, we have maintained a development program that leverages scarce
resources and has provided a near-continuous program of regional high capacity
transit projects. Public private partnerships, local financing tools, and local support
have influenced and allowed us to capitalize on opportunities as they developed.
JPACT and its member jurisdictions have been partners in identifying these
opportunities to advance projects and have also discussed the circumstances under
which some projects have stalled. I welcome thoughtful approaches to master
planning the next phases of the high capacity transit system. TriMet would be
pleased to work with Metro to ensure that the forthcoming RTP update incorporates
such an effort.
4. How we set priorities for local service areas: The annual preparation of the Transit
Investment Plan includes open house meetings with the community and regional
meetings with local jurisdictions. We also receive customer comments regularly
through 238-R1DE, our website, other public meetings, our budget advisory
committee, TMAs, and other means. The process by which that input is received
will be documented in the TIP. The input affirms or influences the incremental
development of the TIP. Local areas are sequenced in the TIP on the basis of needs,
opportunity to complement other transit or redevelopment efforts, and rotational
considerations that over time consider each community. Focused and coordinated
local area investments are most effective.
Knowing that Metro conducts many outreach efforts across a host of activities, we
would welcome coordinating such outreach efforts with you as a way to gain even
more public input into our planning and decision. Like the Regional Transportation
Plan, the Transit Investment Plan is based on a financially constrained future that
includes the recently approved stepped payroll tax increase (1/100% annually for
ten years) and status quo Federal funding. Opportunities for service increases are
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thus limited, but the opportunities for service improvement, when paired with
supportive local investments, are significant. The TCP's local area focus is not just
about increased service investment, but about smarter and more productive
services, coordinated with local investments in streets, traffic control and new
development. Local service plans are coordinated with high capacity transit
projects as they come on line - recently in northeast Portland, in Clackamas County
and along the Highway 217/1-5 corridor of Washington County.
5. North Clackamas Service Area: TriMet has been participating in the Damascus /
Boring Concept Plan and recognizes this opportunity to promote transportation
options from the ground up. This region has worked to bring light rail to Clackamas
County and the 1-205 corridor. TriMet will continue to work with Metro,
Clackamas County and local jurisdiction staff to address the need and opportunity
to develop local and regional service that complement high capacity transit
investments. We must do this within the reality of limited resources, while seeking
to supplement those resources. Transit investments must be complemented with a
local commitment to transit oriented redevelopment, pedestrian related
infrastructure, and financial support for expanded transit operations.
6. Elderly and Disabled Services: Maintaining mobility options for the elderly and
disabled communities remains a top priority of this Board. This program has been
increasing seven percent annually as the size of this community and its needs grow.
Over the long-term, this level of increase cannot be sustained through existing
resources. For that reason, TriMet is a leader in providing options for convenient
and lower cost use of fixed route services for this population, yet there are limits to
our ability to shift customers from door-to-door services. TriMet has received a
grant under ODOT's Special Transportation Program to better understand trip
making needs and factors influencing location choices of this population and its
supportive services. We can increase mobility and reduce program costs if we can
eliminate barriers and influence smart location-based decisions among the elderly,
disabled and supportive institutions. Acting on these findings will clearly require
local partnerships. TriMet staff would like to provide a review of its accessible
transportation program and this important topic at a future meeting of the JPACT.
7. Document local government alignment of land use and transit plans: The first
priority of the TIP is "Building the Total Transit System". This concept addresses
the door-to-door experience of the traveler and the travel mode decision-making
process. A first consideration is getting to the bus stop or MAX station is having a
safe and comfortable experience as a pedestrian. This region continues to make
investments through the MTIP in providing appropriate amenities and information
at bus stops, but sidewalks and safe street crossings are a first consideration of the
would-be transit rider. TriMet works with local jurisdictions to coordinate these
service and infrastructure investments, because the investment benefits are
compromised when not coordinated. Jurisdictions have recognized this symbiosis
in the development of Transportation Systems Plans. We applaud efforts to report
on progress in implementing this important aspect of those plans and to promote
the coordination of redevelopment and streetscape projects with public
transportation services.
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8. Service in Developing or Lower Density Areas: The TIP addresses the popularity
of Frequent Bus services. Frequent and reliable service provides an attractive travel
alternative in many urban and regional corridors, but cannot be sustained in less
dense or poorly connected communities. Finding a cost effective, yet attractive,
local public transportation service has been a nationwide industry challenge.
TriMet has been forced to eliminate low-performing routes in the face of poor
ridership. Even the most frequent service cannot be supported in less-urban parts of
our region. Park-and-ride lots are one means to connect residents with transit
services, but TriMet will continue to work with each community to find the best fit
for local service that can be a popular trip making option for both local and
regionally connected travel.
The next update to the Regional Transportation Plan will be an opportunity to apply what
we have learned over the past decade and to improve the framework for completing the
region's high capacity transit system. It should explore new approaches to serving the less
urban neighborhoods while continuing to reinforce the development of centers and main
streets.
We applaud JPACT's attention to these important questions and we welcome any further
discussion on how, together, we continue to build a world-class public transportation
system for the Portland region. Thank you.
Sine
jeorge Passadore
President, TriMet Board of Directors
Appendix 10
STIP/MTIP Amendment Process
Summary Table
STIP/ TIP AMENDMENTS
Type of Change
ffttlsNOTfnthoSTTPt
1. Adding a state or federally funded (FHWA or
FTA*) project, or a project that requires an action by
FHWA or FTA (any funding source), to the STIP
2. Adding a regionally significant project to the STIP
(any funding source)
3. Adding a federally funded project that is funded
with discretionary funds
4. Adding a non-federally funded project that
doesn't impact air quality conformity or require
FHWA or FTA action to the STIP
. • • If Hts already In the STIP;
5. Deleting a state or federally funded project, or a
project that requires an action by FHWA or FTA
(any funding source), from the STIP"
6. Major change in scope of a project with state or
federal funds, or a project with CMAQ funds that
requires a new CMAQ eligibility finding, or a project
that requires a new regional air quality conformity
finding
7. Advancing a project or phase of a project from
the fourth year to the first three years of the STIP"*
8. Advancing an approved project or phase of a
project from year two or three into Ihe current year
of the STIP
9 Slipping an approved projecl or phase of a
project from the current year of the STIP to a later
year
10. Adding PE or ROW phase to an approved
project in the first three years of the STIP
11. Combining two or more approved projects into
one project
12. Splitting one approved project into two or more
projects
13. Minor technical corrections to make Ihe printed
STIP consistent with prior approvals
14. Adding FHWA funds to an approved FTA-
funded project
15. Increasing or decreasing the federal funds of an
FTA-funded project, without affecting fiscal
constraint of the STIP
16. Increasing or decreasing the federal funds of an
FHWA-funded project, without affecting fiscal
constraint of the STIP
OTC Approval
If on state
system
If on state
system
If on state
system
If on state
system
.* , . •
If on state
system
If on state
system
R0glon 1 or
State- wide
s
Federal Action
Approval if in
first 3 years
Approval if in
first 3 years
Notification
Notification
Approval if in
first 3 years
Approval if in
first 3 years
Approval
Notification
Notification
Notification
Notification
Notification
Notification
Notification
Full Amend-
ment
s
V
V
Admin-
istrative
Amend- ment
i •
s
s
•
Financial
Plan/ Change
only
S
Region 1
Project
Delivery Line
Team (RPDLT)
Approval
V
Notification
V
V
Metro Approval
Voces s (for projects
in the MPO)
, , ' *%£•?>, '
MTIP Amendment
(see exceptions)
MTIP Amendment
(see exceptions)
MTIP Amendment
(see exceptions)
MTIP Amendment
(see exceptions)
*,.'-i'W > «
MTIP Amendment
(see exceptions)
MTIP Amendment
(see exceptions)
MTIP Amendment
(see exceptions)
Administrative
adjustment
Project Selection
Administrative
adjustment
Administrative
adjustment
Administrative
adjustment
Administrative
adjustment
Administrative
adjustment
Administrative
adjustment
Project Selection
'Funds from 49 USC Chapter 53 or 23 USC, excluding State Planning & Research funds, Metropolitan Planning funds, and most Emergency Relief fur
"I f a program has been delegated certain authority levels, OTC approval may not be required.
***The federally approved STIP contains years one to three; year four is informational only.
Exceptions to Metro JPACT Resolution
New projects (or deletions) within the following types of project categories or with the following conditions can be administratively added to the MTIP at
The option of Metro staff in cases where the proposed project is exempt from air quality conformity determination (per 40 CFR 93.134) or the proposed
project is determined through interagency consultation (per 40 CFR 93.104 ( c ) (2)) to not require additional regional air quality analysis, with monthly
notification to TPAC.
Bridge repair or replacement projects - up to $5 million
Preservation projects on the interstate system - up to $5 million; on the highway system - up to $2 million
Operations projects - up to $1 million
Bicycle or pedestrian projects - up to $500,000
Transit categories -Appropriations in excess of those programmed
- HPP or other earmarks consistent with adopted regional priorities paper adopted by JPACT
Appropriations for projects/programs previously identified and approved by JPACT and the Metro Council by resolution as regional priorities
Emergency additions where an immanent safety public safety hazard is involved
Addition of project details to previously approved generic projects such as parts and equipment, street overlays, etc.
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Eligibility Determination for
use of CMAQ Funds
600 NORTHEAST GRAND AVENUE
TEL 503 797 1700
PORTLAND, OREGON 97232 2736
FAX 503 797 1794
METRO
August 11,2005
Ms. Michele Eraut
Federal Highway Administration
Equitable Center, Room 100
530 Center Street
Salem, OR 97301
Ms. Tom Radmilovich
Federal Transit Administration
915 Second Avenue
Federal Building, Suite 3142
Seattle, WA 98174-1002
Dear Ms. Eraut and Mr. Radmilovich:
This letter summarizes proposed programming of CMAQ funding within the Portland
metropolitan area with respect to funding eligibility. The Portland metropolitan area has been
designated as a maintenance area for carbon monoxide (CO) and as an eligible recipient for
CMAQ funding. Currently, the Oregon Department of Transportation allows Metro, as the areas
Metropolitan Planning Organization, the authority to prioritize projects from our Regional
Transportation Plan for a portion of the CMAQ funding made available to Oregon.
Metro uses the project prioritization process for CMAQ funds to ensure the region meets its
obligations for timely implementation of its Transportation Control Measures from the State
Implementation Plan for Air Quality.
Each project description ends with a technical analysis of air benefits expected for the projects.
These calculations include both reductions in CO emissions as well as Hydro Carbons (HC) and
Nitrous Oxide (Nox), precursors to ozone. Emission reductions of ozone precursors are included
for informational purposes only as the Portland metropolitan area has recently been re-designated
from an ozone maintenance area under the old 1-hour standard to an attainment area for ozone
under the new 8-hour standard.
The Metro Council is scheduled to act on this draft programming August 18lh, 2005 through
adoption of the MTIP and its air quality conformity analysis. You will be provided copies of the
document soon thereafter for approval.
Sincerely,
Ted Leybo Id
Principal Transportation Planner
CC: Marina Orlando, ODOT
Linda Gehrke, FTA
Methodology
Forecasts of emission reduction benefits were calculated using the most detailed methods
available, depending on project mode. Rail transit projects programmed for CMAQ funds utilized
detailed Environmental Impact Statement data on expected air quality emission benefits. Bicycle
projects utilized elements of the Stuart Goldsmith methodology used to calculate travel mode
diversion in Seattle (Goldsmith, 1994). The central component drawn from the methodology is
that based on before and after survey data for several bike projects, baseline bicycle mode share
increases 26 percent on average with provision of enhanced bicycle travel lanes.
All other projects utilized the following methodology based on Metro's travel demand model
forecast of average weekday trips utilizing the project facility.
1. Average weekday trips on facility (Metro travel demand model forecast)
2. Convert AWD to Annual data (Multiply by 260 workdays)
3. Calculate the % that were former drivers (Multiply by 60.74%: 2025 average vehicle
mode split or 26% mode split increase for bicycle projects)
4. Convert to VMT (Multiply former driver numbers by average regional transit trip length
of 5.47 miles or bicycle trip length of 2.1 miles)
5. Convert into emissions reductions (grams per mile) using the following parameters:
• Emission factor for HC = 1.341
• Emission factor for CO = 6.66
• Emission factor for Nox = 1.803
I-205/Portland Mall Project LRT - $17,700,000
This project extends light rail from the Gateway regional center to the Clackamas regional center
along 1-205 and adds light rail to the transit mall between Union Station and PSU in downtown
Portland.
Ozone and CO (carbon monoxide) are the primary pollutants coming from transportation sources
in the metropolitan area. In 1997, the EPA approved the Portland Ozone Maintenance Plan,
which included the "South/North LRT Project" as a Transportation Control Measure (TCM) to be
built by 2007 in order to maintain clean air quality. Although the originally proposed
"North/South LRT Project" failed in a 1999 ballot initiative, the Interstate MAX line now serves
North Portland and the I-205/Portland Mall line will complete the southern section of
"North/South LRT."
Table 1 show expected emissions reductions expected from this project.
Table 1: I-205/Mall LRT Emissions Reductions
Project
According to EIS
I-205/Mall LRT (Metro intern
calculation)
Estimated Annual
Reductions
VMT
12,997,665,080
40,168,759 53
Pollutant Emission
»(tons/year)
HC CO
4,274 130,613
,866,306 267,523,935
Nox
4,
72,424,
046
273
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Source: "Table 4.2-8: LRT Ridership, by No-Build and 1-205 Mall, Year 2025," South
Corridor l-205/Mall FEIS-Chapter 4, Transportation Impacts, 4-21.
Wilsonville/Beaverton Commuter Rail - $4,467,000
This project provides track and station improvements and rail vehicles to begin transit service on
existing freight rail tracks.
There are three potential sources of air pollution associated with the Commuter Rail, project:
construction, diesel engine use, and vehicular traffic resulting from at-grade rail crossings. Aside
from air quality benefits, this project will provide increased travel options in the heavily-traveled
Oregon Highway 217 corridor in the region's growing west side. Table 2 shows the project's air
quality benefits.
Table 2: Wilsonville/Beaverton Commuter Rail Emissions Reductions
Estimated Annual Pollutant Emission
Reductions (tons/year)
Project
Wilsonville/Beaverton
Commuter Rail
VMT
4,016,876
HC
5,386,631
CO
26,752,394
Nox
7,242,427
Source: "Table 3.1-9 Commuter Rail Ridership, by TSM and
Commuter Rail, Year 2020" Wilsonville to Beaverton Commuter Rail
Environmental Assessment, BRW, DKS and Associates, Dorman
Company, URS Corporation, 3-12.
TriMet Frequent Bus - $5,400,000
This project increases safe access to transit service and improves customer amenities at bus stops
along Frequent and Rapid Bus Corridors identified in the Regional Transportation Plan.
In the past, TriMet's only strategy for retaining ridership in the face of increasing system
congestion was to add additional buses to maintain published headways. Increasing patronage
required deploying even more buses, with associated increases in operations and maintenance
costs.
TriMet now takes a multifaceted approach that blends reduced headways, enhanced curbside
amenities (ex. new shelters, real-time arrival signage, etc.) and more comfortable low-floor, air-
conditioned buses equipped with automated dispatch and diagnostic hardware/software arrays.
This approach allows TriMet to maintain existing ridership with less capital while increasing
patronage using the same number of buses. Therefore, Streamline-related bus replacement and
fleet expansion contracts targeted for improvement of high-demand transit routes are eligible for
CMAQ funds. Table 3 shows the program's air quality benefits.
Table 3: TriMet Frequent Bus Emissions Reductions
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Estimated Annual Pollutant
Emission Reductions (tons/year)
Project
TriMet Frequent Bus
VMT
1,030
HC
1,381
CO
6,860
Nox
1,857
Estimates taken from Transportation Priorities 2006-09
Projects: Draft Technical Rankings
Eastside Streetcar: NW 10th Ave./Lovejoy St. to OMSI - $1,000,000
With the success of downtown Portland's streetcar, the system will now expand to the city's inner
east side. With an existing east-west MAX light rail line and several east-west bus routes, the
streetcar would create an important north-south travel option for the area. Table 4 shows the
project's air quality benefits.
Table 4: Eastside Streetcar Emissions Reductions
Estimated Annual Pollutant Emission
Reductions (tons/year)
Project
Eastside Streetcar
VMT
17,925
HC
24,037
CO
119,379
Nox
32,318
Estimates taken from Transportation Priorities 2006-09
Projects: Draft Technical Rankings
South Metro Amtrak Station: Phase II - $900,000
This project provides parking spaces and relocation of the old Oregon City Southern
Pacific railroad depot building to the site to serve the new station.
In the late 1990's, the region recognized a need for a second Amtrak passenger station in the
south metropolitan area. A major attraction of an Amtrak passenger stop in Clackamas County is
the availability of long-term parking, which is costly and scarce at Union Station in downtown
Portland. Additionally, convenient access to increased train service is expected to remove inter-
city auto trips form the road network.
In February 2000, the South Metro Amtrak Station siting study selected Oregon City as the new
passenger rail site. It sits within the Oregon City regional center, offers mixed-use potential and
is accessible by foot to a large number of attractions. The City of Oregon City spent its own
funds build and open a platform and gravel parking lot by April 2004. The city now awaits the
transfer of the city's historic railroad depot building and a paved 46-space parking lot to complete
the project. Table 5 shows the project's air quality benefits.
Table 5: South Metro Amtrak Station Emissions Reductions
Estimated Annual Pollutant Emission
Reductions (tons/year)
Project VMT | HC | CO Nox
Page 4
Isouth Metro Amtrak Station I 107,98i| 144,802| 719,15o| 194,689|
Estimates taken from Transportation Priorities 2006-09
Projects: Draft Technical Rankings
Provisional Section
Although we are not programming CMAQ funds for these bike projects at this time, we seek
approval to program them for CMAQ funding at a future date should we need to balance our
allocation of funds between funding programs per the financial plan due to unforeseen
circumstances.
Eastbank Trail/Springwater Johnson Creek Bridge to SE Umatilla - $1,237,000
This project completes the .9-mile missing link in the existing Springwater multi-use path
providing a continuous 19-mile trail between Gresham and downtown Portland. Table 6 shows
the project's air quality benefits.
Table 6: Eastbank Trail/Springwater Johnson Creek Bridge Emissions Reductions
Estimated Annual Pollutant Emission
Reductions (tons/year)
Project
Eastbank Trail/Springwater
Johnson Creek Bridge to SE
Umatilla
VMT
323,811
HC
434,230
CO
2,156,580
Nox
583,831
Estimates taken from Transportation Priorities 2006-09
Projects: Draft Technical Rankings
Marine Dr. -bike lanes & trail gaps 28th to 185th- $966,000
This off-street trail adjacent to Marine Drive makes a continuous 9.1-mile trail. Table 7
shows air quality benefits.
Table 7: Marine Dr. Bike Lanes/Trails Emissions Reductions
Estimated Annual Pollutant Emission
Reductions (tons/year)
Project
Marine Dr. Bike
Lanes/Trail Gaps
VMT
86,454
HC
115,934
CO
575,781
Nox
155,876
Estimates taken from Transportation Priorities 2006-
09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings
MAX Multi-Use Path: Cleveland Station to Ruby Junction - $890,000
This creates pedestrian connections to Rockwood, Civic Neighborhood and historic
downtown Gresham. Table 9 shows air quality benefits.
Paee 5
Table 8: MAX Multi-Use Path Emissions Reductions
Project
MAX Multi-Use Path:
Cleveland Station to
Ruby Junction
Estimated Annual
Emission Reductions
VMT
64,292
HC
86,215
Pollutant
(tons/year)
CO
428,181
Nox
115,918
Estimates taken from Transportation Priorities
2006-09 Projects: Draft Technical Rankings
Trolley Trail: Jefferson to Glen Echo - $1,586,000
Constructs the northern (4.75 miles) of a 6-mile, multi-use path that follows an
abandoned streetcar right of way between Milwaukie and Gladstone. Table 10 shows air
quality benefits.
Table 9: Trolley Trail Emissions Reductions
Trolley Trail:
Project
Arista to Glen Echo
Estimated
VMT
83,614
Annual Pollutant
Reductions
HC
112,127
Emission
CO
556,872
Nox
150,757
Estimates taken from Transportation Priorities 2006-09 Projects:
Draft Technical Rankings
Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park to Wilkens - $675,000
This project creates a ten-foot wide multi-use path with three bridge crossings over Rock
Creek. Table 11 shows air quality benefits.
Table 10: Rock Creek Trail Emissions Reductions
Estimated Annual Pollutant
Emission Reductions
Project
Rock Creek Trail: Orchard Park
to NW Wilkens
VMT
47,131
HC
63,202
CO
313,891
Nox
84,977
Estimates taken from Transportation Priorities 2006-09
Projects: Draft Technical Rankings
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Appendix 12
Calendar of Activities
METRO
2006-09 Transportation Priorities:
Investing in the 2040 Growth Concept
- and -
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program
Calendar of Activities
June 30
August 3
August 12
August 16
August 27
September 7
September 9
September 24
September 29/30
October 5
October 14
October 15 -
December 6
October 25
2004
Applications due to Metro.
MTIP Subcommittee: Review of project/program applications.
JPACT: Review of draft ODOT state transportation funding program.
MTIP Subcommittee review and comment on draft Transportation
Priorities technical scores.
TPAC review of draft Metro Staff recommended First Cut List.
(Distribute at meeting)
Metro Council work session briefing on policies and relationship to
State transportation funding program (STIP).
JPACT review of draft Metro Staff recommended First Cut List.
TPAC action on First Cut List.
Oregon Transportation Commission work on release of draft STIP for
public comment.
Metro Council work session on release of First Cut List.
JPACT action on release of First Cut List.
Public comment period, listening posts on First Cut List and ODOT
STIP.
Listening Post for public comment:
Portland - Metro Council Chamber and Room 370
600 NE Grand Avenue
4:00 pm to 8:00 pm
Updated7-28-05
October 26
October 27
October 28
December 7
December 16
Listening Post for public comment:
Oregon City - Pioneer Community Center
615 Fifth Street
5:00 pm to 8:00 pm
Listening Post for public comment:
Gresham - Multnomah County Building East
600 NE Eighth Street at Kelley
5:00 pm to 8:00 pm
Listening Post for public comment:
Beaverton - Beaverton Resource Center
12500 SW Allen Boulevard at Hall Boulevard
5:00 pm to 8:00 pm
Metro Council work session: policy discussion and direction to staff on
narrowing to the Final Cut List,
JPACT briefing on public comment report and policy discussion about
direction to staff on narrowing to the Final Cut List.
January 7
January 11
January 20
January 28
February 10
February 17
March 3
March 4
2005
TPAC: policy options for narrowing to the Final Cut List.
Metro Council work session: policy discussion and direction to staff on
narrowing to the Final Cut List.
JPACT action on policy direction to staff on narrowing to the Final Cut
List.
TPAC action on Final Cut List.
JPACT approve release of TPAC Final Cut List for public hearing - or -
JPACT briefing on TPAC Recommendation
Public hearing on draft Final Cut List at Metro Council.
Metro Council briefing and communication to JPACT members.
Submit air quality analysis methodology letter to consultation partners.
March 15
March 17
March 24
Metro Council work session briefing and communication to JPACT
members.
JPACT action on Final Cut List pending air quality analysis.
Metro Council action on Final Cut List pending air quality analysis.
Updated7-28-05
April - May
May 15
June 1
June 9
June 24
July 11
July 20
July 29
August 10
August 11
August 18
September 1
October
November
Programming of funds and project selection.
Modeling and air quality conformity analysis begins.
Draft programming submitted to ODOT for inclusion in draft STIP.
Air quality consultation meeting with air quality agency staff on air
quality analysis methods.
TPAC: air quality consultation meeting on air quality analysis methods.
30-day public review period begins of draft MTIP with air quality
conformity analysis.
Air quality consultation meeting with air quality agency staff on
analysis results.
TPAC: consultation meeting with analysis results.
30-day public review of draft MTIP with air quality conformity analysis
ends. Mail report to JPACT August 4.
JPACT: Recommend adoption of the 2006-2009 MTIP and air quality
conformity determination in two separate resolutions. The MTIP to
include ODOT Metro Area STIP and federal transit funding projects.
Metro Council: Adopt MTIP and air quality conformity determination in
two separate resolutions. The MTIP to include ODOT Metro Area STIP
and federal transit funding projects.
Submit MTIP to Governor for signature - inclusion in STIP. Submit to
USDOT for conformity determination.
Receive conformity determination approval from FHWA/FTA. FFY
2006 projects eligible to begin obligation of funds.
Publish Final 2006-09 MTIP document.
Updated?-28-05
Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction
CLACKAMAS
County and ASSOCIATES Inc.
DAVID EVANS
The purpose of this project is to effectively address the
existing congestion and safety problems in the Highway
212/224 corridor between its interchange with I-205 and
Rock Creek Junction, and to serve the growing demand
for regional travel and access to the state highway
system.
I Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction CLACKAMAS
C O U N T Y
Project Purpose
Goal 1 - Provide for future safety, connectivity, and
capacity needs for statewide and regional
travel.
Goal 2 - Support the viability of the Clackamas area for
industrial uses.
Goal 3 - Support community livability and protect quality
and integrity of residential uses.
Goal 4 - Minimize and mitigate adverse impacts to natural
and cultural resources.
l I Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction CLACKAMAS
C O U N T Y
Project Goals
A High Priority Project
The Sunrise Project is a high priority for:
• Oregon: It's listed as one of "Eight Projects of
Statewide Significance" by the Oregon Transportation
Commission and an original AOH Highway (1987).
• The Region: It is included in the Regional
Transportation Plan for the Portland metro region.
• Clackamas County: The County has included it as a
top priority in transportation and comprehensive plans
for 15 years.
Sunrise Project, 1-205 to Rock Creek Junction
C O U N T Y
\ Rock Creek
Junction
Clackamas River
Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction
C O U N T Y
Oregon
Department
of Transportation
Sunnyside
17
2 
nd
Sunrise Project
CLACKAMAS
A History as One of the Most
Congested Areas in the State
The existing I-205 / Highway 2.12 / 82nd Drive area has
been one of the most congested areas in the state for
over 15 years.
Other key intersections on the existing route are also
over capacity and failing.
58,000 vehicles use the corridor on an average day.
Truckers report frequent delays of 20 to 45 minutes to
get from local distribution centers to I-205.
Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction CLACKAMAS
C O U N T Y
High on the State's Safety lndex
Highway 212/224 near I-205 is ranked in the top 10%
of routes in the state with safety concerns.
Problems are caused by:
- Severe congestion
- Existing roadway deficiencies
- Vehicles back up onto I-205 trying to access Highway
212/224
- Inadequate bicycle and pedestrian facilities in the
I-205 area.
Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction CLACKAMAS
C O U N T Y
Oregon
Department
of Transportation
is Severely Affected
The Clackamas Industrial area is one of the most
important freight distribution areas in the Northwest.
Hwy 212/224 is designated as a statewide and regional
freight route.
12% of the traffic volume along this section of Hwy
212/224 is made up of trucks (7,000 trucks per day).
The long delays for trucks are costly and create difficult
problems for the truck drivers, who must meet laws that
place strict limits on their time behind the wheel.
Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction CLACKAMAS
C O U N T Y
Today, Freight Movement
Oregon
Department
of Transportation
It's Needed to Meet the Region's
Plans for the Future
It is a critical piece of the region's planned transportation
system; other projects in the region have been planned
and designed assuming this project will be in place.
The County's Comprehensive Plan and the Region's
Urban Growth Boundary rely on this project to provide
access to the areas that are planned to handle future
growth.
Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction OregonDepartmentof TransportationCLACKAMAS
C O U N T Y
Damascus Study Area
Urban Growth Boundary
Primary Study Area
Secondary Study Area
Rock Creek Junction
Watersheds
Streams
2,000 Acres
Potential Range of Population and Employment from
the alternatives for 2030 (build-out)
78,000 - 95,000 people
38,000 - 64,000 jobs
Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction
C O U N T Y
Primary Study Area
Secondary
Study Area
9,200 Acres
CLACKAMAS
Oregon
Department
of Transportation
Damascus / Boring
Area Concept Plan
Economic Vitality Relies
on Transportation
The continued vitality of existing industries and
businesses in the project area rely on safe and effective
highway access and operation.
The Sunrise Corridor is important to the statewide
economic health; it serves as a transportation link to Mt.
Hood, Eastern and Central Oregon and beyond.
Highway 212/224 is the primary access to the new urban
growth area; which is the focus for where to house the
Metro Region's growing employment base.
Sunrise Project, I-205 to Rock Creek Junction CLACKAMAS
C O U N T Y
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Department
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Process Flow Chart
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